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>[Several weeks ago, there was information about transfer of Soviet/Russian made weapons from Ecuador to US, with Ukraine as final destination. On Monday, an AN-124 was seen landing with Ecuador, according to FlightRadar this plane later landed in one of the US Air Force bases.](https://x.com/trip_to_valkiri/status/1750630674397028441?s=20)

It looks like the deal to get old Ecuadorian missiles (and possibly even launchers) has gone through. The 10 9K33s and 200 missiles originally were sold by Ukraine in the '90s. It's unclear how many missiles may have been sold and even more unclear how many are even still functional. However, even a few dozen would likely be greatly appreciated by Ukraine's air defense forces.
The WSJ have published a report claiming that the US privately warned Iran in advance of the Kerman terrorist attack, as they had intercepted intelligence that ISIS were planning an attack on their soil which allegedly "*was specific enough about the location and sufficiently timely that it might have proved useful to Tehran in thwarting the attack on Jan. 3 or at least mitigating the casualty toll*". This didn't stop some Iranian figures sounding off about how the whole affair was an Israeli/US plot: if nothing else, a useful reminder of how such bellicose statements are primarily intended as propaganda, though curiously Iran did not respond to the warning and officials are puzzled as to how they failed to mitigate/prevent the attack.

https://www.wsj.com/world/middle-east/u-s-secretly-alerted-iran-ahead-of-islamic-state-terrorist-attack-af77a19a
Hungary seems to have acquiesced to the EPF after blocking it for months. Note: *nothing is done yet*. There are fresh reports that Orban's also willing to compromise on the €50bn of EU aid, but those rumors have been circulating for about a week. If he does agree, however, that'll be three major concessions on his end just as momentum was building to bypass Hungarian recalcitrance. 

>[Hungary Drops Opposition on New EU Weapons Fund for Ukraine](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-25/hungary-reverses-opposition-on-new-eu-weapons-fund-for-ukraine?srnd=politics-vp)

>* Budapest won’t block creation of facility, people familiar say
>* Prime Minister Orban faces growing pressure to compromise

>The decision would mark a reversal from earlier this week, when Hungary said it opposed revamping the EU’s current facility that reimburses member states for weapons they send to Ukraine. It coincides with growing pressure on Prime Minister Viktor Orban to approve Sweden’s accession to NATO. Hungary is the last hold-out after Turkey backed the Nordic nation’s bid earlier this week.


Orban and Erdogan don't give away anything for free, and at least in the case of Erdogan, the pound of flesh has become crystal clear, if it wasn't already:

>[Biden Asks Congress to Allow F-16 Sale to Turkey After NATO Deal](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-25/biden-asks-congress-to-allow-f-16-sale-to-turkey-after-nato-deal?srnd=politics-vp)

>President Joe Biden has urged congressional lawmakers to approve the sale of F-16 warplanes to Turkey, after that country agreed to allow Sweden’s entry into NATO.

>Biden wrote of his wish in a letter Wednesday to the leaders of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and the House Foreign Affairs Committee.

>Turkey has since 2021 sought to buy 40 Lockheed Martin Corp. F-16 Block 70 aircraft from the American company and 79 kits to modernize its fleet. Turkey wants to retire its F-4 jets and to upgrade F-16s as a stopgap measure until it can develop its own warplanes.


My understanding is that Biden can override the Congressional approval, so this seems like a done deal.
MilitaryLand published an [article](https://militaryland.net/news/47th-mechanized-brigade-was-never-meant-to-ride-leopards/) about how the 47th Mechanized Brigade, during its training in Germany in the early 2023, trained with M1A1 Abrams as well as with M2A2 Bradleys, but the training of tank crews took longer than expected and the transfer of tanks was not approved in time, so the brigade's tank battalion remained in Germany.

At that point the Ground Forces Command assigned to it a tank battalion of the 1st Tank Brigade, that was equipped with Leopard 2A6s and had recently returned to Ukraine after training. They are still very good tanks, but there were obvious problems: first, the fact that the tankers from the 1st Tank Brigade transferred to the 47th Mechanized Brigade have had little time to train together with the rest of the brigade. This would match with a [statement](https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/18c3gwb/comment/kc8d8af/) by an UAV operator from the 47th Brigade who revealed that the first Leopard lost in action during the counteroffensive was hit by friendly fire from an unit of the National Guard engaged in the action, but due to crew negligence. Also, the 1st Tank Brigade did not receive 31 Leopard 2A5/6s, as originally thought, to equip an entire battalion, but probably had only one squadron/reinforced company, I think around 18 tanks. The 10 Leopard 2A5s (Strv 122), along with a handful of Leopard 2A6s, went to form the tank company of the 21st Mechanized Brigade.

In general, the 47th Brigade has had a troubled history regarding gear: it was born as a reconnaissance battalion, became the 47th Assault Regiment, specialized for urban combat, then reformed to become the 47th Mechanized Brigade, at first one of the many that Ukraine raised in late 2022. It had begun training with MaxxPro MRAPs when it was chosen that this brigade would be the spearhead of the counteroffensive and was set to receive the best equipment available, spending months training in Germany with US trainers from the 1st Infantry Division. 

And by now I almost came to think that the story that they received Slovenian M-55s was a psyop or something similar, maybe to underestimate the real capabilities and tasks of the brigade. These tanks were likely never received by the 47th Brigade but were assigned to the 67th Mechanized Brigade to form its tank battalion. Interesting enough, the 67th Brigade then appears to have been re-equipped with T-64BVs and the M-55s seem to have disappeared from the front line for several months already.

P.S. The deliveries to Ukraine of 14 Leopard 2A4s from German stocks funded by the Netherlands and Denmark have begun. So it means that Ukraine, including losses, will receive 54 Leopard 2A4s in total. In early 2023 it was said that Leopard 2A4s were to equip a tank battalion of the 4th Tank Brigade. This battalion was later detached from this brigade and moved to the 33rd Mechanized Brigade. So it means that Ukraine, if it doesn't replenish the losses of the 33rd Brigade, has almost a battalion of Leopard 2A4s in reserve. As for the nearly 200 incoming Leopard 1A5s, the first batches were used to form the tank battalion of the new 44th Mechanized Brigade. Recently, [pictures](https://twitter.com/Osinttechnical/status/1748513361627643960) (have to use Twitter as Nitter doesn't seem to work today) have come out that see them also in service with the 25th Airborne Brigade, which probably received them to expand its tank company formed by T-80BVs. It's assumed that the 5th Tank Brigade (which is being created) will largely have these tanks, and possibly I imagine some of the existing brigades could receive a battalion of Leopard 1A5s to replace the losses of Soviet ones, or perhaps they will go to equip some of the new five mechanized brigades being formed.
[Scholz announces imminent security agreement](https://www.tagesschau.de/inland/scholz-ukraine-sicherheitsabkommen-fico-100.html)

>**Germany wants to conclude a security agreement with Ukraine soon.** This was announced by Federal Chancellor Olaf Scholz after a meeting with Slovakian Prime Minister Robert Fico. He is also counting on a commitment from all 27 EU states for a 50 billion euro package of financial aid at the special EU summit next week. "I have the feeling that we are now on the verge of finalising negotiations," said Scholz with regard to the security agreement. He had spoken very intensively with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Selensky about the topic and would continue the talks shortly. "The security partnership plays a major role in this," emphasised the Chancellor. "I therefore assume that we will also finalise this soon."  
>  
>\[...\]  
>  
>At the press conference in Berlin, Scholz and Fico emphasised that they want to continue **operating the repair hub in Slovakia** for German weapons used in Ukraine. He also hoped that the EU special summit next week would succeed in reaching an agreement on financial aid for Ukraine totalling 50 billion euros by 2027, Scholz said. **Fico expressly supported this.**

Slovakia's Fico and Germany's Scholz held a press conference yesterday. It seems like Fico continues to soften his stance on support for Ukraine. While military donations continue to stay of the table, support for the German repair centre in Slovakia is already good news. Similar his signalled support for the 50bn support package for Ukraine.

Scholz also mentioned the security agreement with Ukraine again. I assume it will be similar to the recently signed [UK-Ukraine agreement](https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/uk-ukraine-agreement-on-security-co-operation). Formalizing defence cooperation (especially defence industry), support for Ukraine joining NATO and the EU, as well as agreements on reforms in Ukraine  seem likely.
[https://punchbowl.news/article/mcconnell-threads-trump-needle-border/](https://punchbowl.news/article/mcconnell-threads-trump-needle-border/) 

News coming out that McConnell drops the ambitious border-security-for-Ukraine-aid-package, effectively killing it. It is unclear where this leaves US American aid for Ukraine. At best, it may still get passed without the border security, although it will take even longer time, and at worst, no further aid will get passed. I do not think there can be any doubt, that this further diminishes the chances of US American aid to Ukraine. It is actually incredible that US American political leadership cannot agree on this, with all the implications this will have for how their allies view USA as a(n) (un)reliable partner...
Looks like Russia did another one of the [gather together around the fire](https://twitter.com/wartranslated/status/1750509469811761420 ) events which resulted in at least two dozen deaths of drone operators.

> Ukrainian Defence Forces carried out a successful strike on a group of Russian servicemen in the occupied part of Donetsk Oblast (presumably, Ilovaisk training grounds) using HIMARS MLRS.

>However, as Romanov points out, these were not just regular troops but UAV operators who assembled for training. As we know, UAV operators are being heavily targeted by the Defence Forces. The earlier source mentions 24 dead and 4 wounded as a result of the strike.

>Romanov accuses the head of the training courses of negligence for sending invites through a Telegram bot. This could be easily intercepted by the Defence Forces.

[Video of the attack.](https://twitter.com/wartranslated/status/1750626186600824955)


> According to the Russian sources, a number of "exams" were taking place in this spot. The location of the exams was sent around via Telegram. People gathered together, and vehicles can be seen.

>This strike resulted in at least several dozens dead valuable Russian UAV operators.
https://www.cnn.com/2024/01/24/politics/mcconnell-senate-gop-border-ukraine-package/index.html

Problems are growing and opposition is hardening to the border and Ukraine aid deal. Trump is pushing the House to fight the deal, and holdout Senators in the GOP are not moving. During the lunch yesterday, the GOP senators in attendance didn’t succeed in convincing each other to take a unified position. 

It’s not clear to me how much this was an intentional bait and switch or is it a statement on the GOP’s growing inability to govern, but linking border reform and the aid was championed by quite a few Rs as the only way forward, and now it’s failing before they even have a bill in committee. 

I have serious doubts that any Ukraine aid will come out of the current Congress, and the electoral maps favor the GOP this year, so even a Biden win might not be enough to ensure legislative control. There is a serious risk that major infusions of US aid are done for good. 
Maybe of little interest; but a few weeks back I remember a thread related to the return of sentenced violent criminals to freedom after serving 6months in Ukraine, and prisoner recruitment policies in general. Liza Fokht published an [article for the BBC](https://www.bbc.com/russian/articles/clev58319pvo) on the change of conditions for prison recruits since October which I though was quite interesting (although it is based on the June 2023 legalization of the practice, so it's possible it has been at least partially discussed before here).

In general, the terms for release have been hardened since at least October 2023. The service time is no longer limited to 6 months but to the end of the war and there is no longer a full pardon but only a conditional release. Prisoners can be freed if they receive state awards or in case of severe injury though. The decision to free a prisoner no longer relies on Presidential pardons, nor on court decisions, but on the decision of the penitentiary establishment and the recruiting officer in charge of the prisoner. This change has the benefit of making the whole process much less public and avoiding headlines such as "the Samara cannibal and the Khabarovsk serial killer have been pardoned by Putin" and the impact they have on the population. It keeps Putin's name out of such articles and the idea of criminals being "conditionally released" is more palatable than talking of pardons - hopefully, it also means that the more dangerous prisoners might not be granted their freedom in spite of their service. It also means they will be kept on the frontline for much longer, presumably until the end of the war or their death/heavy injury for most of them.

I remember in the past there was also some discussion of Ukrainian practice. As of now, the number of prisoners who received a presidential pardon is still at only 363 since April 2022, while Russia was at 5000 in March of last year (from what I understand the Ukrainians were pardoned before their service, as it was not legal to integrate them in the army while they were still sentenced; the 363 number represents the only 3 waves of recruitment which took place from February to April 2022, whereas the number for Russian prisoners represents the pardons for the first waves of recruits, at the end of their service, with total numbers in dozens of thousands now). Officially, this was only open to prisoners who committed no heavy/violent crime and had prior combat experience, but some pardons clearly went against these rules (like the pardon of Tornado battalion fighters) - however it should be noted that it was then said that prisoners who committed serious crimes and had prior experience could still in some cases join the armed forces, just that they would see their detention conditions softened rather than receiving a pardon, so the 363 number may be an understatement of the actual number of prisoners who were recruited at the time, but I have not been able to find any information about any recruits from prison who had not been part of these pardoned. The idea of recruiting prisoners was put on hold after April 2022 though, due to the high numbers of volunteers at the time making it unnecessary, and never relaunched later, out of fears of it being perceived as analogous to what Russia was doing. It's also known that Zaluzhnyi has repeatedly opposed the recruitment of prisoners in any way or form, at least in part due to the impact it could have on the reputation of the armed forces. Some deputies and officials (HR ombudsman [Lubinets](https://nv.ua/ukr/ukraine/politics/mobilizaciya-v-ukrajini-chi-diysno-zaluzhniy-proti-uv-yaznenih-v-lavah-zsu-novini-ukrajini-50384878.html)) have expressed the desire to re-open the recruitment of prisoners in recent months, and some notorious imprisoned nationalists have been asking to have the right to serve in the military; there have been talks of re-opening voluntary participation or even mobilising prisoners in recent times, in the context of the discussion on the new law on mobilisation, which is meant to be adopted soon (the law aims at extending mobilisation to new categories of citizens who are exempt as of now). 

Reportedly, Zaluzhnyi is still firmly opposed to the idea, and it was not included in the previous draft law (which was rebuffed for different reasons), so it seems rather unlikely to happen anytime soon in spite of increasing difficulties with recruitment. It might also simply not be worth it, in regards to the costs in term of image for the UAF among the Ukrainian population but also international supporters: Ukraine's carceral population is much smaller than Russia's. At the start of the invasion, it was at about 50,000 (in 2021, probably more now) vs. 430,000 in Russia (much smaller now though, at [226K in October 2023](https://www.severreal.org/a/v-koloniyah-rossii-ostalos-226-tysyach-chelovek-eto-istoricheskiy-rekord/32626340.html)).
Italian IFV news

[Italy tees up $5 billion-plus program to build 1,000 combat vehicles](https://www.defensenews.com/global/europe/2024/01/25/italy-tees-up-5-billion-plus-program-to-build-1000-combat-vehicles/)

>ROME — Italy will pick industrial partners to start work on a major new €5 billion ($5.4 billion) tracked fighting vehicle program within “a few months,” an Italian senior army official has told Defense News.
  
>  
>Companies will be invited to launch feasibility studies for the program which is expected **to lead to a 1,000 vehicle purchase** as Italy hurries to replace its aging Dardo vehicles, and as the war in Ukraine has put land combat back on the map.  
>  
>\[...\]  
>  
>Italy’s 2023 defense budget mapped out spending of €5.2 billion on the program over 14 years, projecting that final spending would rise to €15 billion.
  
>  
>The document also claimed the program would be run in a “multi-national context, based on alliances with solid European firms that already work with Italian companies.”

The Italian "Armored Infantry Combat System" (AICS) program to replace the Dardo IFV has now been renamed into the "Army Armored Combat System" (A2CS) program. Italy wants to build up to 1000 vehicles over the next decades. 

According to official reporting, Italy seeks a modern European platform that also allows the integration of all kinds of different modules like mortars, support modules, AA, and drone integration. 

At the moment, 2 platforms seem like the most likely candidates. 

\-> The first candidate is the Rheinmetall's [KF41 Lynx](https://esut.de/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/Lynx-KF-41-vor-ungariscehr-Produktionsstaette_RHeinmetall.jpg). Rheinmetall already has a presence in Italy (for example, the Skynex System for Ukraine is being build in Italy at the moment), and with the new factory in Hungary they have shown that local production can work. 

>“The Lynx is the most modern Infantry Fighting Vehicle available today. It has open architecture and because we control the product, we can give Italy technology transfer and the design authority,” said Alessandro Ercolani, the CEO of the firm’s Italian subsidiary, Rheinmetall Italia.

\-> The second candidate is the [tracked Boxer](https://www.knds.de/fileadmin/user_upload/fce/stagebilder/MRCT-KMW-001b.jpg) from KMW. Last month, [KNDS and Leonardo](https://www.leonardo.com/en/press-release-detail/-/detail/13.12.23) signed an agreement to strengthen future cooperation in regards to land vehicles.  KNDS is also partnering with Leonardo to produce Leopard 2s in Italy. Due to the modular system, the tracked Boxer likely makes integration of different modules the easiest. On the downside, it might lack behind when compared to a dedicated IFV. The tracked Boxer also has not been ordered by any country yet, so it might be more risky than the KF41. 

\-> Last year, the CV90 had been mentioned as a third candidate, but over the last month there have been no further information. 

[Nicho Concu](https://twitter.com/NichoConcu/status/1750588199255314487)

>Sadly no word on the status of the CV90 for the Italian army, they had expressed interest in the platform some time ago, in the coming months once feasibility studies for the program have been launched we may know if it is still being considered.⬇️
[Yesterday](https://apnews.com/article/yemen-houthis-ship-attacks-israel-hamas-war-gaza-ef0b83ef2a7ca8c727288b50037287e5), the Houthis fired three anti-ship ballistic missiles at two US military cargo ships, forcing them to turn around. 

A question: I've seen it said that the Houthis' blockade is the first time anybody has actually used anti-ship ballistic missiles. Does anybody have any recommending readings on this? 

I'm not a military tech guy, but I'm surprised that this is the case, this doesn't strike me as a particularly advanced technology, surely it was invented a long time ago, and isn't particularly different than normal ballistic missiles? I suppose that unlike dumb ballistic missiles, there has to actually be a targeting system on it; and I also suppose that there simply hasn't been much in the way of navy-based battles in recent decades. But then, does that mean that ASBMs have not been used at all in the Russia-Ukraine War in the Black Sea at all?
Interesting [prison sentences](https://bsky.app/profile/kevinrothrock.bsky.social/post/3kjslgpy67c2f) today give us the opportunity to remember the past:

- Daria Trepova, who bombed Vladlen Tartarsky (blogger) received a 27 year sentence
- the guy whose apartment she stayed at, got 21 months
- Igor Girkin/Strelkov received 4 years for extremism
to take a small break from the doom posting on politics, deep state has an update on avdiivka. they say the exact situation is still unknown i guess in which exact tree or lampost is controlled by which side but that the enemy has left tsarska okhota. the situation is difficult for both sides. they already said this before but i havent seen it shared but zenit, which is an old air defense base with a bunker and trench system, was never captured. they confirm all three things that led to the fall of the restaurant. the weather was bad, manpower shortages and the pipeline. also says that the russians decided to exfil in one single column instead of dispersing which led to their destruction. fights continue in the private sector. thats about it. never before did i think i will one day have to follow the battle for a restaurant so closely and hopefully ppl will now stop with the hourly demands for updates
Is there any information about Russian large-body airframe production? I'm wondering about Russia's capacity to replace IL-76 losses, and delivery announcements seem to be terribly unreliable for all categories, as they don't distinguish modernizing older equipment and actually building it from scratch.
Not the first time we've heard a report like this of late, though I tend to agree with the framing of the piece that this is likely not serious and an attempt to test the waters and/or keep Ukraine's allies guessing (and would be on terms they probably wouldn't accept anyway), especially with Russia getting more on the front foot in the war. Still, always worth keeping track of in case something more concrete emerges. With the recent NY Times report alleging similar backroom communications, even if it is simply dishonest misdirection I'm more inclined to think that this outreach is real, although it most likely leads nowhere.

>**Putin Sends US Signal on Ukraine Talks, Sensing Advantage in War**

>* Russia may be open to talks on Ukraine security, sources say

>* US officials skeptical, see no sign Putin wants to end the war

>Vladimir Putin is testing the waters on whether the US is ready to engage in talks for ending Russia’s war in Ukraine.

>He’s put out feelers to the US via indirect channels to signal he’s open to discussion, including potentially on future security arrangements for Ukraine, according to two people close to the Kremlin.

>US officials say they’re not aware of the supposed overtures, which may amount to a trial balloon, and see no indication the Russian president is serious about looking for a way to end the fighting, which has settled into a deadly stalemate as the war heads into a third year.

>Hints of Russian openness to talks - even if disingenuous - could help sow division among Ukraine’s allies, isolating Kyiv and undermining President Volodymyr Zelenskiy’s efforts to win support for his own peace formula, which calls for full Russian withdrawal.

>The people close to the Kremlin, who asked not to be identified to discuss matters that aren’t public, said the signals were conveyed to senior US officials last month through an intermediary they declined to identify. Putin, they said, may be willing to consider dropping an insistence on neutral status for Ukraine and even ultimately abandon opposition to eventual NATO membership - the threat of which has been a central Russian justification for the invasion.

>But it would come at a cost that Kyiv has rejected outright - acceptance of Kremlin control over territory it has come to occupy in recent years in what now amounts to about 18% of Ukraine, including land seized after the start of its invasion two years ago.

https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-25/russia-ukraine-putin-signals-interest-in-discussing-end-to-war?srnd=premium-uk
It seems we are close to a deal in Israel with Hamas.

The major roadblock is that Hamas demands a permanent ceasefire while Israel is not willing to promise one. A minor roadblock is the question if Hamas leadership will be forced to leave Gaza.

It‘s also hard to figure out if we are indeed looking at an all-for-all deal or Israel will keep the most dangerous Palestinian terrorists in prison. But a sizeable portion of the Palestinian prisoner population will be released. 

> According to the source, the emerging outline of the deal is a 35-day period during which all remaining Israeli hostages held in the Gaza Strip will be released.[In return,](https://archive.ph/o/yU1ne/https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2024-01-23/ty-article/.premium/netanyahu-reportedly-told-hostages-families-israel-would-make-concessions-for-new-deal/0000018d-332d-d81e-abdf-3b2dcf850000) Israel will release Palestinian prisoners and provide humanitarian aid to Gaza.

> The source added that the criteria for the release of prisoners have already been determined, but their identity is still being debated.

> The Washington Post also reported that Israel will commit to a prolonged cease-fire in exchange for the release of all the remaining hostages in the Gaza Strip, according to sources familiar with the negotiations.

[https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2024-01-25/ty-article/.premium/cease-fire-remains-bone-of-contention-as-israel-and-hamas-advance-toward-hostage-deal/0000018d-41b7-d02c-a79f-43bf13c30000](https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2024-01-25/ty-article/.premium/cease-fire-remains-bone-of-contention-as-israel-and-hamas-advance-toward-hostage-deal/0000018d-41b7-d02c-a79f-43bf13c30000)
[Exclusive: China presses Iran to rein in Houthi attacks in Red Sea, sources say](https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/china-presses-iran-rein-houthi-attacks-red-sea-sources-say-2024-01-26/)


>    Chinese officials have asked their Iranian counterparts to help rein in attacks on ships in the Red Sea by the Iran-backed Houthis, or risk harming business relations with Beijing, four Iranian sources and a diplomat familiar with the matter said.


>[...]


>"Basically, China says: 'If our interests are harmed in any way, it will impact our business with Tehran. So tell the Houthis to show restraint'," said one Iranian official briefed on the talks, who spoke to Reuters on condition of anonymity.


>[...]


>A senior U.S. official said Washington had asked China to use its leverage with Iran to persuade it to restrain the Houthis, including in conversations Secretary of State Antony Blinken and National Security Advisor Jake Sullivan had this month with senior Chinese Communist Party official Liu Jianchao.


>[...]


>The four Iranian sources said it was unclear whether Iran would take any action following the discussions with Beijing.


As was discussed earlier, China doesn't like what the Houthis are doing and quietly hopes that the problem somehow goes away. Many Chinese export products have been affected, especially EVs with Chinese parts.
I came upon this tweet by a Polish guy, saying that Russia threw another 70k men in a renewed offensive around Avdiivka, and that they also did a rotation there in the past 2 weeks.

I wonder if there's any other source confirming this. I recall Michael Kofman saying that new Russian troops are just enough to replenish the losses, but not enough for rotations.

https://twitter.com/PEmeryt/status/1750572057278955633
I'm interested to see what the public opinion of de facto russian rule is throughout the Donestk and Luhansk Prs. I've heard that Russia has had its citizens move into these areas of eastern Ukraine but I'm guessing that Ukrainian citizens' views on Russia's power there vary. Anybody got any information on this or just on the PRs in general?
[Days after Germany grants funds, Boxer anti-aircraft system changes scope](https://www.army-technology.com/news/days-after-germany-grants-funds-boxer-anti-aircraft-system-changes-scope/)

Germany announced provision of funds for a short and very-short-range anti-aircraft system using IRIS-T missiles to be mounted on the Boxer, and stressed its status as a replacement for the Cheetah that left service more than 10 years ago. Days later the contract is awarded, and the manufacturers are aiming instead for a medium-range AA system, with short range as a stretch goal.
[Will the Strategy of Isolating Russia Ever Work?](https://russiapost.info/global_south/isolating)

*Alexander Libman, Professor of Russian and East European Politics, Freie Universität Berlin*

&#x200B;

The answer to the headline question, it seems, is - only if the Russian government cooperates:

>"There is, however, an actor that can effectively put an end to the model of “shadow integration” and that in fact remains the biggest threat to the functioning of the Russian economy – the Russian government itself. In the past, Putin shied away from major interventions into the functioning of markets and nationalization – however, there is no guarantee that this will continue moving forward."

&#x200B;

Libman says that the sanctions have made things more difficult for Russia, but have backfired in at least one major geopolitical way:

>When sanctions against Russia were introduced, one of their main goals was not only to affect the Russian economy and politics, but also to demonstrate to dictators worldwide that certain types of foreign policy behavior would be very costly for them. The failure to economically isolate Russia, unfortunately, seems to teach powerful autocrats an entirely different, and, from point of view of the EU and the US, completely undesirable lesson: one, in fact, can weather even with the most severe Western sanctions. In the last two years, the entire world has learned the limits of Western economic power – and this could have severe implications in the future.

&#x200B;

Another interesting point is the completely different perception of the (rationality of) the war by the West and the Global South:

>From the point of view of the West, lack of trust makes it impossible to engage in dialogue with Russia. In fact, so much trust has been lost that most Western politicians and think tanks do not even have a clear vision for reengaging with Russia, i.e. on what terms that would be possible at all...  
>  
>The Global South, however, does not seem to treat Russia with the same fear and doubt. The most fundamental reason for that lies in their completely different perception of the war. For the West (especially for the EU, whose attitude toward Russia saw a rather major transformation), the full-scale aggression against Ukraine was inconceivable, a unique event since the end of World War II (it is not unusual to refer to the war in Ukraine as the first war in Europe since 1945 – ignoring the Yugoslav Wars and the wars in the Southern Caucasus). For most countries in the Global South, it was not. For the Global South, Russia’s unprovoked aggression does not necessarily mean that Russia cannot be dealt with at all.

I would add to this that most of the Global South do not even seem to be of the opinion that the Russian aggression is unprovoked.

&#x200B;

>Summing up, both economic logic (the benefits of arbitrage) and political factors (Russia not being perceived as a particularly untrustworthy partner) make the isolation of Russia unlikely. Pragmatism on the part of governments in the Global South and their economic actors will help Russia to remain part of the global web of political and economic relations. Western efforts to isolate Russia are unlikely to change that.  
>  
>What can, however, have a significant effect on Russia’s position in the world economy and politics is decisions of the Russian government itself. By destabilizing its own economy or making costly errors in its relations with countries in the Global South, Moscow could find itself on a path to self-isolation. There is no certainty that will happen. However, one lesson that can definitely be drawn from the war in Ukraine is that the ability of Putin’s regime to make mistakes with serious repercussions should not be underestimated.

Libman's conclusion is far from optimistic - he says that the plans to economically and politically isolate Russia have failed, and the only way they could succeed is if Russia made some major mistake.

Relying on your enemy to make a mistake is rarely a viable path to victory.
[Kazakhstan-Russia relations
 since 2022: New opportunities in a changing geopolitical climate?](https://therussiaprogram.org/kazakhstan_russia)

*Aselia Orozova, Independent analyst, MA in international affairs from the Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies in Geneva*

Orozova argues that hopeful reporting about Kazakhstan "turning its eyes to the West" is misleading - Kazakhstan is not even neutral, but leaning towards Russia. She gives a thorough analysis, concluding that **the fundamentals of bilateral relations remained largely intact following 2022**.

\- Western sanctions against Russia contributed to a steady expansion of Kazakh-Russian economic interaction.

\- The bilateral relations had moments of disagreement, "but it withstood the test of time and the immense Western pressure to isolate Russia".

\- Kazakh leaders attended 2023 Moscow Victory Day Parade, and continue to participate in regional platforms (CIS, CSTO, EAER and SCO).

\- There is a sustained growth of trade volume. Just in 2022, Kazakhstan and Russia signed new cooperation programs on 29 industrial projects worth $9 billion.

\- About 1,500 Russian companies relocated to Kazakhstan just in the January-May 2022 period.

\- Cultural cooperation remained on the same level or even improved.

\- Opinion polls show no major downward trend: "A Demoscope opinion poll later showed that 51.5% of Kazakh respondents did not change their views about Russia after February 2022, while for a third (32,6%) the perception worsened and 4,7% positively changed their view on the neighbor (Demoscope, 2023)."

The author concludes that "In many ways, it appears that the developments since 2022 contributed to enhancing Kazakhstan’s foreign policy agency by elevating its importance as a regional partner for Russia and the West."
[removed]
Why are there no uses of stationary auto turrets in Ukraine? It seems rather simple to me

1. It's a solved problem, a literal child can make a fully autonomous turret using a youtube video from a random Indian going "Hello and welcome to my video today we are making an automated turret with CV2 and python"

2. It can't be that expensive, literally just put a gun on a swivel and off it goes. Can make one for 1000 bucks, where 250 bucks of those is the rifle itself and another 500 for the camera.
[removed]
What’s the mechanism that allows this to happen but all other US aid is stuck in congress for so long now?     
Will Ukraine pay for it, thus it’s not “aid” but a deal?     
I hope i have typed enough characters to appease automod
Wow. That's not scrapping the bottom of the barrel, that's digging straight through it. Things must be pretty desperate to make this kind of intricate bilateral arrangements with a Southern American country over fewer than 200 Osa missiles that were old three decades ago.
>ISIS-K first emerged in Afghanistan in 2015 after Islamic State militants declared a caliphate in Iraq and Syria. It was responsible for the bombing near the Kabul airport in August 2021 that killed 13 American troops and about 170 Afghan civilians as the U.S. military withdrew from Afghanistan. 

>The group has been a mortal enemy of the Taliban and had been greatly weakened during the American military presence in Afghanistan by attacks from U.S. and Afghan government forces and by the Taliban themselves. 

>With the departure of U.S. forces, ISIS-K has grown in strength. U.S. officials say it is one of the most dangerous groups in the region, eclipsing al Qaeda, with ambitions to strike targets in the West. 

With the recent bombings in the Balochistan it's likely that they will shift their gaze towards Iran for the time being. 


>The ISIS-K bombings have posed a conundrum for Iran’s hard-liners, who have  portrayed the U.S. and Israel as the regime’s enduring foes.

>Alex Vatanka, director of the Iran program at the Middle East Institute, a Washington think tank, said that the ISIS-K attack was a humiliating setback for Tehran, whose strategy calls for training and equipping proxies across the Middle East so it doesn’t have to fight its foes at home.

Also because of the way they have propagandised the IDF's failures in stopping and spotting Hamas. 


>In the case of Iran, Washington alerted an adversary that has armed multiple proxies, including Yemen’s Houthis as well as militias in Syria and Iraq that have carried out more than 150 attacks on American forces since mid-October.

I'm sure this will now be used against Biden in domestic politics inside America during an election year.
>Hungary seems to have acquiesced to the EPF after blocking it for months. Note: nothing is done yet. There are fresh reports that Orban's also willing to compromise on the €50bn of EU aid, but those rumors have been circulating for about a week.

With both Orban and Fico signalling dropping their resistance to the 50bn EUR package, it seems likely that it can go trough. Other EU leaders have made optimistic statements too.
How do the Leopard 1 compare to the newer version? Are they used differently? I’ve read they have little to offer in a direct shoot out, but those seem to be seldom. So maybe a 1A5 is just as useful as an 2A6 against small bunkers, direct fire support for infantry?
What a clusterfuck, and again we receive an explanation for the poor performance of the counteroffensive long after the facts. Most of last year has been ukraine making the best out of half-measures due to lack of  decisive actions from the west.
Fico has [softened his tone over the last few days](https://www.ft.com/content/d033d429-d6d5-4c45-ae17-8169356d51dc) after saying that Ukraine would need to give up territory and that Kyiv was personally not touched by the war (the same day it had a missile attack). However, the answer is simple: he likes the money. His new support is

>Fico separately committed to three new projects to improve the transport and electricity grid connections between the two countries.

Basically it will help both Slovakia and Ukraine. As for arms, his promises of "not one more bullet" was largely a political ploy because Slovakia had basically sent as much assistance from stocks as they could. When arms deals came up, he [excluded those](https://www.politico.eu/article/in-post-election-reversal-slovakia-enables-weapons-exports-to-ukrainef-fico/) because they're making good money.

>Russia's invasion of Ukraine in February 2022 has proven a boon to Slovakia's defense sector, none more so than to ammunition maker ZVS Holding, a joint venture between the privately-owned MSM Group founded by Czech arms entrepreneur Jaroslav Strnad, and DMD Group, owned by the defense ministry under minister Robert Kaliňák.

>In the first seven months of 2023 ZVS Holding recorded €44 million in revenues compared to €40 million for the whole of 2022, "largely due to Russia's aggression in Ukraine," according to DMD Group's website. The company projected revenues of €80 million over the full year.

>...

>Other Strnad-related companies have done equally well. The VOP Nováky ammunition firm, a state-owned loss-maker that MSM Group leased for 20 years under a previous Smer government, almost quadrupled its revenues in 2022 from the year before to €77 million, jumping from a loss of €4 million to a profit of almost €22 million.
It would honestly be a surprise if it did pass. Trump’s GOP will do everything in their power to deny Biden anything close to a win, even if that means torching their international reputation.

This is why you don’t let crazies take the wheel or humor them for a bit. Crazy becomes the norm.
Same news from a different source was already posted. Please make comments down there.

https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/s/s7XfRqPqwz
[removed]
What exactly does test mean in this context and is there a reason why they don’t do this testing in Russia? Russia has a get out of jail free card in that the Ukrainians can’t use those missiles in their territory, why do they keep doing this?
Is this a good use of resources? Or am I underestimating how hard it is to train a new UAV operator?
There’s more background from the original source

> MCCONNELL told a closed meeting of Senate Republicans Wed that the politics of the border has flipped for Rs and cast doubt on linking Ukraine and border.

>“When we started this, the border united us and Ukraine divided us.”

>“The politics on this have changed,” McConnell then told his GOP colleagues. 

>This is ALL about Trump.

>McConnell referred to Trump as “the nominee” and noted the former president wants to run his 2024 campaign centered on immigration. And the GOP leader said, “We don’t want to do anything to undermine him.”

https://twitter.com/JakeSherman/status/1750295162310349121

A cheap and cynical election ploy that will unfortunately lead to more deaths and destruction, unfortunately not just in Ukraine.
For months now I've been convinced that Ukraine funding was going to happen, it would just be put on the backburner until a new House Speaker was elected and funding package passed. I figured it would be pushed to 2024, but probably pass in late January. 

I suppose I'd forgotten just how cynical and obstructionist the GOP have become. Democrats have shown surprising flexibility on Republican border demands, which appears to have forced GOP hands and exposed those demands as pure kabuki theater, meant not to actually fix a problem but to virtuesignal to their base. Now Trump himself is working to tank a deal just so that Biden and Democrats won't be able to get a legislative "win." This country cannot and will not survive if this is how our political leaders behave in times of crisis. 

Petty domestic political games are quite literally crippling American foreign policy and damaging our global reputation. Our allies can no longer rely on our steadfast support as even aid to Israel is being held up by these games. Our enemies must be salivating at the prospects that the US will simply tear itself apart through internal squabbles, even when the stakes are this high. Make no mistake, America's enemies will continue to pressure us and exploit these weaknesses to our detriment. 

The GOP's slavish devotion to a man who so clearly cares more about himself than the country is genuinely embarrassing. Do these people have no shame? Do they really care so little about this country they so proudly proclaim to "love"?
Posted an hour ago on [Politico](https://www.politico.com/live-updates/2024/01/25/congress/mcconnell-on-trumps-attempts-to-tank-border-deal-00137803)

>Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell said Thursday that negotiations to combine border security and foreign aid are ongoing, amid rampant speculation that opposition from conservatives and former President Donald Trump have tanked the possibility of a deal.

>“We’re still working. We’re trying to get an outcome,” McConnell told reporters outside the Senate chamber. Asked if he was concerned that pushback from Trump could scuttle any agreement, he added: “It’s not anything new.”

>Senate Republicans had met privately for more than an hour Wednesday to discuss sending more aid to Ukraine, but didn’t resolve deep divisions in their party over a potential path forward.

So not dead yet. Also yesterday on the Hill: [McConnell floats splitting Ukraine and border security amid GOP infighting](https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/4428199-mcconnell-floats-splitting-ukraine-and-border-security-amid-gop-infighting/)

>Senate Republican Leader Mitch McConnell (Ky.) on Wednesday floated the possibility to Senate Republicans of splitting Ukraine funding from border security reforms that are coming under heavy criticism from Senate conservatives.

>...

>The source, however, emphasized that McConnell was not “definitive” about removing border security reforms from Ukraine funding and was only laying out the options for the emergency defense supplemental spending package, which Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) will eventually bring to the Senate floor.

But might have some modifications.

>McConnell may also be willing to reduce economic assistance for Ukraine from the package in order to attract more Republican votes for the proposal if it’s stripped of the border security measure. Such a package would keep military aid and humanitarian assistance to Ukraine.

>Senate Republican Whip John Thune (S.D.), McConnell’s top deputy, has floated the idea of cutting some economic assistance to Ukraine out of the package to improve the chances of getting the military aid passed.  

>“Personally speaking, I’d like to see portions [of economic assistance] pared down. I think the number is really high, and there a lot of things funded in there. I think a lot of our members are very much for military aid, for lethal aid, particularly given the fact it’s … restocking our arsenals here in this country,” Thune said
[removed]
Sorry if this is considered anxiety-posting. But this seems like a preview of what happens if Trump wins the election. Now suppose Trump wins, is it automatic that other western countries will push Ukraine to make a peace deal or at least agree to a truce? Or is Europe committed to help Ukraine regardless if Trump wins or not?
> Trump is pushing the House to fight the deal, and holdout Senators in the GOP are not moving.

I can’t really tell if Trump is against the deal or if he’s pushing for a more hardball style negotiating stance. At least [his public comments](https://www.voanews.com/a/trump-becoming-biggest-obstacle-to-border-deal-to-fund-ukraine-israel/7455908.html) suggest the latter:

> "I do not think we should do a Border Deal, at all, unless we get EVERYTHING needed to shut down the INVASION of Millions & Millions of people, many from parts unknown, into our once great, but soon to be great again, Country!" he wrote last week on the social media platform Truth Social.

>”Also, I have no doubt that our wonderful Speaker of the House, Mike Johnson will only make a deal that is PERFECT ON THE BORDER."
Mods, remove this if it's off topic but is the average American not aware of the enormous damage it would do to their foreign relations if Trump is elected? Or is it just that they don't care?
The prisoners basically become cannon fodder since there's no way they will survive until the end of the war. And the conditional release is way better for society as a whole, of course.
I was looking forward posting that later and tagging you! 1000 is a very large number and way higher than expected, even if it includes the command, CASEVAC, and mortar carrier versions. The Italian Army will have one of the largest fleets of tracked IFVs in NATO, and as you wrote one of the two "German" routes should be the chosen one.

I wonder how they will be distributed among the various brigades, because the number seems to be greater than the needs of the current heavy brigades. In the current structure of the Italian Army there are three types of brigades: heavy, medium and light ones. 

Among the heavy brigades: the "Ariete" Armored Brigade, which in spite of its name, should receive two tank regiments, each one made up of four companies of Leopard 2A8s; the "Garibaldi" Bersaglieri Brigade, which will retain its tank regiment consisting of three companies of Arietes, upgraded to the C2 version. 

In 2022/23 it seemed clear that the "Granatieri di Sardegna" Mechanized Brigade would be fully equipped and become a twin of the "Garibaldi" - it saw the creation of a new mechanized regiment that is waiting to receive the new tracked IFVs. Instead, over the recent weeks there have been rumors that the "Sassari" Mechanized Brigade will become a heavy brigade, thus with the acquisition of tracked IFVs and the reestablishment of a tank regiment, obviously in Sardinia, which could be logistically convenient in case of missions that require sending tanks overseas. If the Arietes currently under option are also going to upgraded to the C2 standard and so many tracked IFVs are acquired it might be possible that there will be four heavy brigades. 

The medium brigades (wheeled vehicles only) equipped with Centauro and Freccia will remain the two fully formed today: the "Pinerolo" and "Aosta" Mechanized Brigades, which, however, will need additional Freccias to fully equip all their mechanized regiments. As for the light brigades, the "Julia" and "Taurinense" Mountain (Alpini) Brigades stated their need for 231 BvS 10s to replace their current Bv206 fleet but there is no news about this at the moment. The "Folgore" Paratroopers Brigade and the Army Special Forces Command will receive new batches of GMV Flyers to go along with their VTLM-2s. The latter, of which 2300 units are to arrive over the next decade, is used by the "Friuli" Airmobile Brigade too. Army's marines (the "Lagunari" Regiment of the "Pozzuolo del Friuli" Cavalry Brigade) and Navy's marines ("San Marco" Marine Brigade) will need a total of 144 Iveco SuperAVs to replace their old AAVTP-7A1s and expand their amphibious armored vehicles fleet to meet NATO requirements, although only 36 have been ordered so far.
Is there a discrepancy in protection between the Lynx and Boxer ?
Not the best source, but [this article covers the basics w.r.t. Houthi usage](https://www.popularmechanics.com/military/navy-ships/a45964460/first-anti-ship-ballistic-missile-attack-houthi-rebels/) well enough. You're right that this is an old idea from the Cold War, though the Soviets never got around to deploying it. ASBMs are fielded by very few countries, and neither Russia nor Ukraine have any in service, which is why we haven't seen any used there. The Black Sea stuff you've seen was done using anti-ship cruise missiles, which are far more common and fielded by just about everyone. 

As with all systems, the devil is in the details, and the [ones used by the Houthis](https://www.thedrive.com/the-war-zone/the-anti-ship-missile-arsenal-houthis-are-firing-into-the-red-sea) are not particularly sophisticated or accurate. They're Iranian designs, which more or less all come from the Chinese M-7 SRBM they acquired ~1990. Modern Chinese designs far exceed them in every way, and very much represent a serious threat to the USN. Despite the copium you often see online, several US admirals [have confirmed](https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/global-opinions/chinas-military-expansion-will-test-the-biden-administration/2020/12/03/9f05e92a-35a7-11eb-8d38-6aea1adb3839_story.html) they are in fact capable of [striking moving targets at sea](https://twitter.com/tshugart3/status/1702070638054101473). From the [annual DoD reports](https://media.defense.gov/2023/Oct/19/2003323409/-1/-1/1/2023-MILITARY-AND-SECURITY-DEVELOPMENTS-INVOLVING-THE-PEOPLES-REPUBLIC-OF-CHINA.PDF), we know that their arsenal numbers well into the thousands, including hundreds of HGVs, and they fire hundreds per year in testing. 

All of which is to say, this might be the first time ASBMs are fired in anger but it's probably not the last.
It's not a ASBM with guidance like the Chinese have. It's just a big dumb rocket flying 50km like a shell from a 16 inch gun.
Wasn't the Moskva sunk with Neptune, an AShM? That would make Houthis at the very least second in the list.
The 27 year sentence for Trepova is especially insane, considering there is 0 evidence that she knew about the bomb. The state didn't even try to prove this, AFAIK.
I wonder if Girkin will end up in Storm-Z now. There is a reason to deny him but this would also be a convenient way to get rid of him
>  never before did i think i will one day have to follow the battle for a restaurant so closely and hopefully ppl will now stop with the hourly demands for updates


It's worth following for the wider implications. Assuming reports are correct, Ukraine lost this position in large part due to bad weather causing drones to become ineffective. It shows a weakness in replacing artillery with drones that is certainly relevant to any group that wants to depend on cheap drones, reiterating the need for Ukraine to be resupplied with shells ASAP.


Ukraine felt this position was important enough to launch what appears to be a fairly large counterattack to retake it, using limited resources. That it was apparently successful is good news. That it was necessary is bad news.
To quote that section:

>Katsaps, on the other hand, scattered around the private sector and began to occupy houses and quickly prepare for defense. The vanguard of the enemy tried to enter the crossing, but was repulsed. In the atmosphere of a certain panic, there were even reports of the loss of "Zenit", but fortunately this was later denied. Later, the Defense Forces tried to seize the initiative, attacks were carried out on the private sector and "Tsarska Okhota". In the private sector, the situation remains difficult both for us and for the enemy. The situation near "Tsarska Okhota" is not completely known, but the enemy has left it.

/DeepStateUA/18674

The last sentence seems like a complete contradiction, even further when the only way for a third party to know what's going on in those pipes is the Russians to say so themselves or Ukraine to be known holding it, and their own reports do not include the latter occurring. Even further as they claim the current status for the residential area is 'difficult' for both sides, implying Russia still holds at least part of it, but this area is beyond Tsarska Okhota.
The question is, is the Sewer tunnel passage now blocked or otherwise neutralized? Because if not then the Russians have a straight safe passage into downtown which would be horrendeous for the defenders. I read that parts of the Russian pipe assault company was now "destroyed"?
UAC delivered 6 IL-76 in 2023 and their CEO in Decemer said they plan on 18 deliveries in 2024. These are new airframes built from the ground up at the Aviastar-SP factory in Ulyanovsk

Since sanctions were implemented, the Russian government has invested a little over 12 billion USD in domestic aircraft production. I'm keeping a close eye on whether increased production materializes, but it shouldn't be a surprise.
i will not be able to find it now but aviastar had said sometime last year that they were making 5 a year. like you said, i think most are refurbished but they dont say how many exactly so its hard to know for sure other than 5
>>But it would come at a cost that Kyiv has rejected outright - acceptance of Kremlin control over territory it has come to occupy in recent years in what now amounts to about 18% of Ukraine, including land seized after the start of its invasion two years ago.


Ok but how are they proposing to deal with parts of Ukraine that russia is claiming but doesn't have control over?
> willing to consider dropping an insistence on neutral status for Ukraine and even ultimately abandon opposition to eventual NATO membership - the threat of which has been a central Russian justification for the invasion


so was he lying before or is he lying now? or better yet, is he always lying?
> ...according to two people close to the Kremlin. US officials say they’re not aware of the supposed overtures

So, make overtures in the hope that it leaks to the press, get stonewalled, then leak it yourself?
I’m skeptical that a cease fire could ever hold long term. Even if Hamas leaders are committed to their end of the deal (and that’s a big if), that won’t apply to the portion of their underlings who want to become martyrs fighting Israel. They will either attack without orders, or defect to an organization like PIJ that will. And if Israel gets attacked again, they will attack back. The old status quo of incredibly muted responses to Gazan attacks is no longer politically tenable.

Hamas leaders would have to clamp down on all dissent hard to maintain the cease fire, and I doubt that’s something they want, or are capable of doing.
The idea that Beijing had a quiet word with Tehran prodding them to exercise a bit of oversight on what ships are being targeted seems reasonable. It would also explain the public [Houthi declarations that Chinese ships were safe](https://maritime-executive.com/article/china-and-russia-get-a-free-pass-through-houthis-red-sea-blockade). 

On the other hand, the idea that they'd expend serious political leverage pushing for everyone's ships no longer being targeted strains all kinds of credulity. China is perfectly able to do its own calculations, and I strongly suspect they've calculated the US is both more entangled and has more to lose from this whole mess. How exactly does bailing out their biggest rival advance their own interests? The payoff just isn't there. I'm also inclined to think it's way overstating Chinese influence over Iran, as well as Iranian influence over the Houthis. They aren't total puppets; different actors have different (if overlapping) goals.
The quoted tweet says that "The Russians are **preparing** for a new offensive on Avdiivka: they have already transferred 40,000 reservists to the city." 

Not that an attack has happened. This tweet is just saying that ~40-70K troops have been rotated/reinforced the area in preparation *for* an offensive. But there doesn't seem to be much verifiable evidence for such large numbers of rotations.
These areas have gradually undergone ethnic cleansing of any pro-Ukraine citizens since 2015. Please note that this does not imply that the ethnic cleansing was violent or genocidal.

Since the D/LPR declared their independence in 2015 up until the Russian invasion in 2022, the border between Ukraine and the D/LPR was, for all intents and purposes, permeable. People were allowed to travel between the republics and Ukraine with relatively few obstacles.

As a result, pro-Ukranians moved out, and pro-Russia individuals moved in. Consequently, not many pro-Ukraine people remain within the pre-2022 D/LPR borders.

As I understand it, even now, travel from the D/LPR to Ukraine is possible by first entering Russia, then traveling through Belarus, then EU, and subsequently Ukraine, or via a variation of this route.
I would imagine that people who are anti-Russia would have left already, those who can at least.
I know people personally that have parents still living in Luhansk.      
Their parents live in a Russian controlled part since before 2022.           
They’ve left Ukraine after 2014 and before the full scale invasion.       
They left because they didn’t see a perspective in Luhansk.     
I was surprised they on one hand agree with Russia waging a war of aggression against Ukraine, on the other they have no good words for Ukraine and no trust in Kiev.     
Who knows what part propaganda plays there and it’s just a few young people, normal young adults not historians or high interest in politics, so anecdotal.      
Yet it surprised me they absolutely didn’t take a clear stance for one or the other.


Hope it’s ok to share this non credible take. I think those kind of insights are interesting, although probably not worth too much. But that’s all the information we can get, probably the closest we can get to credible
Before the war, polling in the Donbas on either side of the line of control showed significant respective margins to leave/remain.  Which isn't surprising, if you think about it.  Moving from one to the other wasn't difficult, so people could basically self-select.
What a weird article to spin out of misunderstanding the project name. The Program "Nah- und Nächstbereichschutz (NNbs)" or "SHORAD and VSHORAD" was announced back in 2020. The project always includes multiple projects. The IRIS-T SLS is Project 1.

The SPAAG component is Project 3. Germany is planning to procure a number of Skyranger 30s on Boxer as soon as they are available for that, and develop a larger variant with a 35mm cannon for the future.

The contract signed now also explicitly includes integrating the IRIS-T SLS Boxers with the SPAAG Skyrangers, MANPAD teams and the longer ranged IRIS-T SLM.  


EDIT: [Here the graphic](https://esut.de/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/LVS-NNbS-Gesamzskizze_Diehl-Hensoldt-Rheimetall.jpg) used to illustrate what has been contracted
>Relying on your enemy to make a mistake is rarely a viable path to victory.

Sure, but helping Ukraine militarily defeat the Russian forces is, since it seems unlikely that Russian leadership will be able to survive such an event. Whether we in the West have the spine to stay the course and give Ukraine what it needs to win (above all, a lot of artillery shells) is of course another matter...
You can probably make the argument that after the economic sanctions failed the war was already lost. NATO militaries relied too heavily on peace-time armament buildup and could not have known how a limited scale war can drain weapon stockpiles so quickly.
Almost a third of Kazakh respondents had a worse perception of Russia, almost 7X the number whose perception increased. That seems to qualify as a “major downward trend.”
>MA in international affairs from the Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies in Geneva

youll be posting what some undergrad says next week at this rate. in the real world

[Kazakhstan Opens Secret KGB Archives Amid Moves Toward Decolonization In Central Asia](https://www.rferl.org/a/kazakhstan-opens-kgb-archives-russian-criticism/32681381.html)

>From 1926 to 1956, millions of people across the former Soviet Union were detained, imprisoned, exiled, executed, or otherwise perished at the hands of the communist government.

>But Central Asian states have lately been rehabilitating thousands of victims of Stalin’s repression by opening up their KGB archives and exonerating executed politicians, activists, rebels, and others who suffered or were killed.

>These initiatives face criticism from Russia, with some officials accusing certain countries of dishonoring the Soviet era.

>On September 18, the Kazakh Prosecutor-General’s Office announced that some 2.4 million archived KGB cards with the names of victims of Stalin’s repression would be made public. Kazakh officials said that more than 300,000 people who were convicted of trumped-up crimes in the Soviet era had already been rehabilitated and hundreds of thousands more could also be exonerated.

>Recently revealed data from the KGB archives in Kazakhstan shows that several million people in Central Asia died between the mid-1920s and 1956 due to imprisonment, disease, starvation, and execution.

>In October, the Kyrgyz parliament passed a bill guaranteeing the civil rights of people who were condemned, repressed, or exiled between 1918 and 1953 by the Soviets due to their religious or political beliefs.

>But the bill had been delayed for several years due to a lack of funding needed to process and research the hundreds of thousands of documents in the Soviet-era archives kept by the National Security Committee of Kyrgyzstan.

>While the gradual rehabilitation of Soviet victims in Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan and the disclosure of secret documents in Kazakhstan is under way, the Kremlin continues to keep tight control over Russia’s complicated past.

>In 2021, the Russian Supreme Court shut down Memorial International -- an organization dedicated to rehabilitating victims of Stalin’s political repression -- for failing to comply with Moscow’s controversial “foreign agents” law.

>Within the last 10 years, dozens of monuments to Stalin have been erected across Russia and, in 2014, the historical cards of Soviet victims of Stalin’s repression were destroyed in Moscow’s Central Gulag Museum.

>Even some Russian media outlets have been critical of the Uzbek court’s decision to rehabilitate Stalin-era victims, describing it as an “anti-Russian act” that dishonored Soviet times.

[Russia fumes at the West’s charm offensive in its backyard, saying it’s ‘luring’ its friends away](https://www.cnbc.com/2023/11/03/russia-fumes-as-the-west-courts-its-neighbors-in-central-asia.html)

Russia is watching very closely as Western nations try to build alliances in what has traditionally been seen as its “backyard” and sphere of influence.

One top official in Moscow was fuming as he claimed the West was “luring” its “neighbours, friends, and allies” away from Russia.

Mark Galeotti, a London-based political scientist, lecturer and author of several books on Russia, told CNBC Thursday that Macron’s visit to Central Asia would have touched a nerve in Moscow but that Central Asia had increasingly been looking elsewhere, to Europe, China and the United States, for trade and security guarantees.

“Yes, the Russians are grumbling at what they see as Macron’s posturing ... but it’s more that this kind of initiative reminds them of the fact that, really, they are losing their authority in Central Asia.”

“There clearly is concern [in Russia at Central Asia’s geopolitical trajectory], but more than anything else, I think the concern is driven by a painful awareness, that, in a way, Central Asia has already been lost,” Galeotti said.

“Essentially, Moscow’s main hold on Central Asia had long been, essentially, as a security guarantor,” he noted, adding that “Russia was the country you went to when you were looking for assistance in security matters.”

“But ever since February of last year [when it invaded Ukraine], we’ve seen a very rapid decline in Russia’s authority in Central Asia.”
My sincere request is that this not be deleted because I'm all for the hilarity that's about to ensue if this is left up.
Any Gazan remotely willing to move out of the Strip did so years or even decades ago. 

Good bait though, the hashtag is a particularly nice touch.
R/ncd was 10 trainstops ago.... 


A) Those who are willing to fight have already joined Hamas in their war against the Israelis.


B) They're fighting for their own soil.


C) Eastern Europeans aren't particularly accepting of foreigners, I very much doubt they would allow gazans to live on Ukrainian soil.


D) I'm not 100% sure but I doubt the Gazans would like to build homes and farms in minefields. I sincerely doubt eastern ukraine is a wonderful place to live in for a ..long time.


E) I doubt the Ukrainians would want foreigners to take the agricultural work in the east since it's a huge Ukrainian export and consequently lots of jobs.


F) You say that the Israelis would not mind losing thousands of potential terrorists, but you'd think Ukraine would? 



Edit: how do you even come up with this??? Literally increasing my BP just digesting this
An even better idea would be to simply pay Wagner to fight for Ukraine. Think about it, they lost a very lucrative contaract with the russian government, they already tried to take on Moscow and they are technically a private company. Or even better, Sweden could claim that technically Ukraine was founded by them so it's their territory. When Sweden finally joins NATO they can trigger article 5. 
There is also an option of summoning the Mongol hord. After all they did it once, surely they can do it again!
In all seriousness this is a perfect post for The Other Sub.
No pointless or unfunny jokes
Honestly, I am not sure how much drugs one has to consume over longer period of time to even think this is even worth considering.
Next time maybe try r/noncredibledefense
Go have a look at some of the up-close trench footage over on /r/combatfootage. Trenches are surrounded by craters and shattered trees. Anything left exposed doesn't survive long, and that applies as much to the local foliage as it does a fancy autonomous gun turret with its long power cables.

See how well that home-built system does when it gets kicked sideways with the force of a mule, replicating nearby artillery hits. How does it fare when it's knocked on its side, with its power cable and camera shredded by shrapnel?

You could of course design one a gun mount to resist being knocked over with its own concrete shell, backup cameras, its own power generator, reserves of spare ammo, but it's no longer the $1,000 hobby project it started out at, and at that point you need to ask whether it's worth more than giving some poor bastard a gun and a mission.

*Edit: I forgot to mention that autonomous gun turrets have been tried in combat. Israel used them extensively around the border of Gaza. Note how well they did when faced with a $100 drone and a grenade...*
How much experience do you have in engineering? Just because you can imagine it doesn't mean it's simple or even useful. To begin with, a stationary turret is a bad idea right off the bat. Mobility is crucial in modern warfare. To answer your question, [solutions are already being developed](https://www.defensenews.com/land/2024/01/23/bae-tests-counter-drone-capability-on-armored-multi-purpose-vehicle/). However, claiming that a child can make them is both arrogant and ignorant.
Hamas used drones to disable Israeli auto turrets on the Gaza fence. The same thing would happen here.
[removed]
More interesting would be miniaturization, and power efficiency of CV HW to be effective, small, light, and power efficient enough to put on a drone.
Leaving this up because the replies are interesting
>more than 98 percent of Hungarians 

i was about to google this and then saw this and already knew it was bullshit. there is not a single thing on this earth that you will get “more than 98%” of the population agreeing on anything, not even hitler. i really dont know why mods allow the same posters to constantly post bad propaganda without any repercussions
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
No reason to leave prospective Shahed killers waiting on the shelf when they can be acquired cheaply and easily. 

Osa-AKM is no great shakes against a modern fighter, but it and other antiques are still useful against other targets- they are therefore worth the effort.
Not sure if you've seen what's currently going on in Ecuador but there's probably a demand for getting missiles out of the country right now.

The U.S is sending a lot of aid to combat what is essentially a narco-infested failed state, and likely included the stipulation that Ecuador donates its missile stocks.
It’s not quite at the level of begging North Korea for ammo, but it’s definitely not ideal
>I'm sure this will now be used against Biden in domestic politics inside America during an election year.

Perhaps I'm overly naive but I doubt this would make much sense when, as the article explains, the US have a long-standing tradition of passing similar intelligence even to adversaries to help them prevent terrorist attacks: indeed, the Trump administration provided Russia with intel that reportedly helped prevent an attack in St. Petersburg in 2019.
> With the recent bombings in the Balochistan it's likely that they will shift their gaze towards Iran for the time being.

Anyone and their dog can call themselves an ISIS affiliate. 

ISIS-K is primarily dissident Pakistani Taliban (mostly veterans of the Waziristan War), Central Asian groups in Waziristan, and splinter Baloch groups [1]

The Pakistani Taliban also began expanding into Pakistani Balochistan [2] after Kabul fell, and are trying to make a shadow province [3] similar to what the Taliban did in Afghanistan during the American War. 

This attack can be viewed through this lens. The TTP and ISIS-K have bad blood between each other, and are now competing with each other to absorb Islamist Baloch militant groups. 

[1] - https://thediplomat.com/2017/07/islamic-state-comes-to-balochistan/

[2] - https://ctc.westpoint.edu/the-tehrik-i-taliban-pakistan-after-the-talibans-afghanistan-takeover/

[3] - https://asia.nikkei.com/Politics/Terrorism/Pakistani-Taliban-s-shadow-province-threatens-China-BRI-projects
Here's a run down:

https://www.forbes.com/sites/davidaxe/2023/09/22/ukraines-leopard-1a5-tanks-are-excellent-shooters-because-they-have-excellent-fire-controls/?sh=4b1b7d1c6228

In summary, they're fast, accurate shooters that would do well as fire support for infantry.

(As some snarky Internet observers have commented, the US's new M10 Booker serves the exact same role but much more expensively.)
Leopard 1 was designed starting in the 1950s to enter service in 1965, and is roughly the same era and performance as the T-62. 

And yeah, they are expected to play a similar role in fire support and staying off of frontlines.
Not an expert in that, the caliber of the gun is smaller but more importantly the protection is far less than that provided by the Leopard 2A4/5/6s and this has also been the subject of criticism by Ukrainian observers. In any case, the role of these tanks will match Ukraine's current defensive posture (so mainly for infantry support) - they are not going to be used to spearhead armored offensives.

However, you have to fight with what you have, I guess. There is a video showing the new 154th Mechanized Brigade training with a T-62M, almost certainly one of those captured from the Russians.
the leopard 1 has very little armor by modern standards and fires smaller projectiles. A leopard 1 will not survive frontline combat for not even a minute; they are likely to be used as fire support tools from further back, or in lower intensity fronts.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
Russian training is traditionaly done at unit level so its possible that all the trainers have been deployed. 

I'd also speculate it may be an attempt at corruption control. You are less likely to sell your drone if you are close enoug to the front line that a lack of one will get you killed.
* you kill a bunch of new drone operators while they're grouped up. Efficiency
* You kill *instructors*. Thats valuable attrition
* You force a setback in training. Thats tempo
>that will unfortunately lead to more deaths and destruction, unfortunately not just in Ukraine.

I don't see how it's possibly to confidently assert any ratio of deaths and destruction in a scenario where Ukraine gets more weapons vs where it doesn't. The frontline's been more-or-less frozen for ~17-ish months. I don't think Ukraine's one shipment of missiles away from launching a successful and deaths-limiting knock-out blow.
Seems to me the best option would be a discharge petition in the House for a clean Ukraine funding bill. You would only need a few Republican defectors. Several Republicans are retiring, including Larry Bucshon, a strong Ukraine advocate; Blaine Luetkemeyer who has previously authored at least one hawkish-on-Russia bill; and Doug Lamborn, a quiet backbencher who has previously supported Ukraine. They have nothing to lose having already chosen retirement.
> “Personally speaking, I’d like to see portions [of economic assistance] pared down. I think the number is really high, and there a lot of things funded in there. I think a lot of our members are very much for military aid, for lethal aid, particularly given the fact it’s … restocking our arsenals here in this country,” Thune said

This is maddeningly stupid considering Ukraine still needs to pay its military personnel, first responders, and social services to maintain a functioning state capable of continuing the war effort, but it's obviously better than nothing. The EU will need to step up, and we'll get to endure Orban threatening to collapse the Ukrainian government every few months if he doesn't get his billion-Euro cut of every deal just like we get to enjoy the far-right doing the same in the US. 

This is some maddening Lovecraftian horror comedy if we just end up in the exact same spot we were in in October with a distinct bill for Ukraine/Israel/Taiwan aid having wasted months on bad faith negotiations and having wasted hundreds or thousands of Ukrainian lives unnecessarily.
This actually sounds like a pretty good plan. I’m all for sending as many bullets and missiles as they need, but giving them straight cash seems… unnecessary. id argue they need f-16’s a hell of a lot more than cash.
[removed]
>If I were in Europe, I would be getting extremely anxious about the future prospects for security in the region.

Reasonable, but European leaders have had decades and decades to create some semblance of a gameplan for the transition of security responsibility from the U.S to themselves. They've kicked the can down the road at almost every turn and in many cases don't even know where to start in this new reality.

Germany is in a demographic nosedive and they've spent their death-rattling energy getting rich from investing in industrial exports. France is happy to sit back and strategize what vacuums they'll be able to fill as the U.S recedes its global presence. 

Colleagues of mine are having shocking discussions with officers of the Royal Navy that are completely unprepared to prioritize the defense of Europe without America.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
No, there won't be a "peace deal". Everyone knows that Putin would use Ukrainians as cannon fodder in his next invasion.


Europe is committed, especially about half of the countries. Furthermore, Ukraine might go bolder and care less about potential blowback.
Without getting into US politics that I abhor, US global policy typically doesn't shift in full 180s like described in campaigning.  Obama campaigned over certain reforms, including shutting down Guantanamo Bay early in his presidency which remains open to this day, or the use of drones.  Trump wanted to pull out of all of Iraq and Afghanistan, he even mentioned repeatedly during his presidency, but stated something along the lines that his generals kept telling him we stay and fight in limited capacity or we leave and have to come back with more later on.  Meaning presidents are routinely influenced by the military and "deep state" on global political direction.

Thinking in this way there is an expectation there will be some change, but not drastic change.  Ukraine will still receive some level of support but what that looks like, it will probably be different.  I would expect similar levels of ammunition, fewer weapon systems to be donated versus sold/loaned, with the largest change in "subsidizing" Ukraine's budget being ceased completely.

Many things donated by the US were donated rather than paying for storage/destruction, this is a very easy lift in keeping in for any negotiations on bills.  Other things such as ammunition cost money but fall in line with funding and investment in US defense sector, which ramp-up is needed in projections of near-peer conflicts and foreign sales, so once again the numbers are probably a negotiating point of "how much" and not a true "no deal/veto".  Weapon systems are "flashy news pieces", but once again investment in the US defense sector and then secures parts/ammunition sales in the future.

The big thing is the funding of the Ukraine government, this would be something I would suspect off the table because of how can be perceived by certain Americans.  I think someone mentioned I agree with, Europe will likely make up some of these gaps in funding and weapon systems.

TL;DR in conclusion, some things will change, but US history would offer support to the idea it there won't be a drastic "180" of support.
[removed]
I think it's safe to say it's just regular old putting politics before country. If Biden is seen as taking serious action on the border crisis, then republicans wont be able to campaign on that issue as much. Which is a huge deal, since it may possibly be their biggest issue that will resonate most with middle America right now.
Trump doesn't play hardball, he either gets exactly what he wants or he walks. Dems tried to offer him border wall funding early in his presidency and he balked since they were asking for protections for Dreamers in return. Which is ironic, since protections for Dreamers are highly popular (would've won him support from independents and Dems) and he could've gotten his border wall if only he was, yknow, a good negotiator. 

Trump seems to think the only good deal is one in which he "wins" and the other side "loses."
Unfortunately Ukraine has become a Current Thing in the US, with the entire establishment getting behind it, so the the anti-establishment types are naturally against it.
Americans are frequently less interested in foreign policy than domestic policy, but Trump specifically made Ukraine aid into a radioactive issue because of the fallout from his attempt to hold back aid to pressure Zelensky to create a fake investigation into Biden. Since then, he also soft-boosted conspiracy theories about Covid coming from secret biolabs in Ukraine that Russia invaded Ukraine to destroy, and has relentlessly hammered Hunter Biden and his connections to Burisma as an attack point- he’s done that for years and years. So he’s done all he can to poison Ukraine aid as a specific topic and he will keep doing so. It’s fair to say that if reelected he won’t authorize any aid at all, and he still makes occasional noises about withdrawing from NATO. And his base is fine with all of this. They want what he wants. 
The people supporting Trump probably don't worry about that too much, guess the average American is as well, but not so much as 'not care' as opposed to ranking it lower on priority of concerns
The average American has no reason to care about foreign affairs anything they want or need can be found within the borders other than cheap vacation destinations. They don’t understand global economics and geopolitics
Those voting for Trump don't even want foreign relations, don't understand globalization, and are generally extremist regressive hypocrites.
>The prisoners basically become cannon fodder since there's no way they will survive until the end of the war.

I don't think this is the calculation, because they absolutely will.  Even relatively suicidal roles in wars rarely see even a >75% death rate, unless you're the IJN, and Russia isn't.

25% of 10's of thousands of prisoners is still 10's of thousands of prisoners.
>I was looking forward posting that later and tagging you! 

Sorry for posting before you got the chance haha. But either way, thank you for this detailed post! I dont know very much about the organisation of the Italian ground forces, so this is a great help. 

>1000 is a very large number and way higher than expected, even if it includes the command, CASEVAC, and mortar carrier versions.

It really is! I read that they are also meant to replace the old M113s. How many M113s does Italy still have? To me 1000 new AFVs sounds like its even more than the Dardos and M113s taken together. 

In regards to variants, I imagine Italy will also be looking at SPAAG variants. The Skyranger 30 turret will be integrated on both the Boxer and the Lynx. So that could be a good baseline to start working from with an Italian variant. I recall having seen some Anti-Air turret prototypes recently. 

> Navy's marines ("San Marco" Marine Brigade) will need a total of 144 Iveco SuperAVs to replace their old AAVTP-7A1s and expand their amphibious armored vehicles fleet to meet NATO requirements, although only 36 have been ordered so far.

Speaking of the SuperAV, Iveco is in the run for the new wheeled recon vehicle for the German army, alongside the Pandur EVO, Patria and the Fuchs. I personally hope for some cooperation here. The German navy wants to build up amphibious capabilities again. The SuperAV would be a perfect fit here too.
The italian army would need to double or even triple the number of personnel with the prospects of new acquistions, not only to build the New IFVs, MBTs, Amphib Vehicles, MLRS and IMVs but they also want to increase the number of freccia to 630 vehicles.


How capable could be the italian industry to supply such vehicles? At what rate?


There will be enough personnel to induce in the italian armed forces in the coming year? The high command is already talking about introducing conscription again.
We dont have any confirmed numbers, on top of it, the tracked Boxer is still quite a bit away from being a finished vehicle. 

From what was reported before, the tracked Boxer seems similar to the wheeled Boxer in regards to protection. While quite heavily protected for a wheeled vehicle (probably one of the most protected ones), the Lynx as a dedicated tracked IFV can take on heavier armour than the wheeled Boxer could. 

It needs to be said, the Lynx is made to the wishes of the customer. So depending on the Italian requirements, there could be a Lynx that offers the same protection levels as the tracked Boxer. 

All of this is in regard to passive armour of course. In regards to APS, we havent seen the tracked Boxer with any APS yet, but integration of Trophy seems likely. While the Lynx was already shown with Rheinmetall's StrikeShield APS.
Neptune is a active radar homing sea-skimming anti-ship cruise missile based on the Kh-35. That "style" of missile was developed in the 1950s, and first used in combat by Egypt when used multiple P-15 Termit missiles to sink the Israeli INS *Eilat*. Termits have been used to attack dozens of ships throughout the decades. 

OP is talking about anti-ship ballistic missiles(ASBM).
>I've seen it said that the Houthis' blockade is the first time anybody has actually used anti-ship **ballistic** missiles.

Neptune is a cruise missile.

I think /u/RKU69 is asking about anti ship **ballistic** missiles
It's based on the report of a criminal psychologist who talked to her, but it's not too convincing.  
fontanka. ru/2023/12/18/73032614/  
It's counterproductive anyway. "Don't become an assassin or you will go to jail" doesn't send any kind of message, everyone knows the risks. But "don't deal with Ukraine because even a seemingly innocuous request can end up with you being a murderer and a patsy" could make some reconsider.
>\>considering there is 0 evidence that she knew about the bomb.

Does anybody have her angle of the story, I can't find it online? I am struggling to see a reasonable explanation of how she could have been duped.

Why would an anti-war activist take a statuette full of explosives to a cafe full of pro-war people, present it to one of them, and then leave? What did she think she was doing?

Edit: found it

>She said she was acting under orders from a man in Ukraine and was motivated by her opposition to Russia's military offensive on Ukraine.  
...  
>  
>In testimony this week, Trepova again denied knowing she had been recruited for an assassination mission.  
She told the court she had explicitly asked her handler in Ukraine, whom she knew by the name of Gestalt, if the statute he had sent her to give to Tatarsky was a bomb.  
"I was very scared and asked Gestalt: 'Isn't this the same as with Daria Dugina?'" she said, referring to the pro-conflict Russian nationalist who was killed in a car bombing outside Moscow in August 2022.  
"He said no, it was just a wiretap and a microphone," Trepova said.  


https://www.cbsnews.com/news/darya-trepova-accused-killing-pro-war-blogger-vladlen-tatarsky-faces-28-years-russian-prison/
There was a law introduced in June that regulates the enlistment of convicts, and those jailed for extremism like him (article 280) cannot be recruited
You think the Russian state would be foolish enough to risk Prigozhin 2.0 marching on Moscow?
>Ukraine felt this position was important enough to launch what appears to be a fairly large counterattack to retake it, using limited resources.  

Could this have been a lesson they learned from the leadup to Bakhmut falling?
i honestly have no idea what youre saying other than just doing galthur things but the pipe comes out further north west of tsarska okhota in the small forest belt between the hotel and houses. if you look at the map you can see tsarska okhota is being squeezed by the flanks while the russians have a "bridgehead" in the private area. nothing there is contradictory but its really not important to me whether russians have a soldier in tsarska okhota so they can claim they control it or not. in any case this entire thing was started by analysis from majakovsk who also agrees with ds. i really cant argue much more about a restaurant/hotel
Got to imagine, given we saw pics of the pipe here on Reddit yesterday, that if UA forces move back into this region they are going to dynamite the pipe or weld a cap onto it. This trick wont work twice.

But if the Russians know about other pipes, well we shall see how proactive the UA is.
Are you positive they’re new? Because Wikipedia says it’s a modernization contract that they have, and for other pieces of equipment that’s meant upgrades, not fully new construction. Not saying you’re wrong, I genuinely don’t know.
These are feelers to talks - they don’t always contain every last detail. Negotiators actually does stuff!

My personal hot-take (not based on any evidence) is that Russia would probably be happy codifying existing front-lines as borders, but Ukraine would not be. Russia would probably like the entirety of the various Oblasts that it claimed, but that would be even less acceptable to Ukraine, so a bit of a moot point.
But from Israel's side, why wouldn't they go for a permanent ceasefire? As you say, it's Hamas' responsibility to reign in their hawks, and that's a very very tall order.
I agree. Not only this but just think about how many regular citizens on both sides  have suffered greatly during the conflict and vow revenge. If anything, Hamas is bound to grow in membership and influence in the Gaza strip for the foreseeable future.
> How exactly does bailing out their biggest rival advance their own interests?

China's trade with the EU is sensitive to higher shipping costs, and not all trade will be on China flagged vessels. 

Also this may be controversial here, but a more cooperative and less antagonistic relationship with the US is absolutely in China's interest. Global politics is not zero-sum.
It’s an important link between China, and Europe. This is clearly affecting China. Chinese flagged/owned ships may have been safe, but most goods between China, and Europe likely travel under any number of flags, and ownerships.

From a shipping insurer’s perspective, how does it know what the Houthi’s will not target because it’s Chinese? And what kind of guarantees is China going to make to ensure that “Chinese” shipping is safe?

If the report is correct, this is China speaking softly carrying a big stick which seems to be more deft than U.S. efforts in the crisis. The crisis is a problem for the U.S. but much more acute for Europe, and China. One wonders if the U.S. should have let the Europeans, and Chinese sweat the crisis longer before reacting, if at all. It would have forced the Chinese to recognize their dependence on the world order that their newfound friends are so keen to dismantle.
There is theoretically time for Ukraines partners to finally supply the sorely needed artilleryshells, both unitary HE and cluster to stop this new offensive. But sadly the raw numbers and weight of artillery fire from Russian army will likely overwhelm the Ukrainian defenders with shell shortage.
If cross border movement (i.e. immigration and emigration) is to be considered ethnic cleansing then that opens up a whole can of worms if we’re to apply the same logic to immigrant populations in Western Europe.

I’d steer clear of any usage of the term ethnic cleansing if deliberate state malice can’t be decisively proven otherwise you’re just adding ammunition to the far right of Western Europe.
The crazy thing is, direct travel from Russia to Ukraine is still possible through the Kolotilovka-Pokrovka border crossing: the same one where prisoner exchanges happen (such as on January 3rd and the attempted one from a few days ago, which went down in flames). 

There are lots of stories of civilian travel across the frontline from earlier in the war, but I don't know whether that's still a thing.
>ethnic cleansing of any pro-Ukraine citizens

I think this is by definition not an ethnic cleansing since the cleansing happened not on the basis of ethnicity.
Not that hard to understand, from my POV anyway(probably becausewe have a territorial dispute with China)..lots of people in my country are quite sick with the govt...and yet they would also agree that China building artificial islands in our backyard is a form of aggression.
>on the other they have no good words for Ukraine and no trust in Kiev

Not surprising at all. The fact that Ukraine is the clear victim in this conflict, has no relation to the fact that living in Ukraine hasn't been better than living in Russia at any point, and that's not a particularly high bar. It's normal for young people to feel like their country has nothing to be proud of, and also feel like their interests are not represented. 

My father is Russian, my mother is Ukrainian, I grew up in another country, and I can honestly say that I would hate living in both of them.
All polling results should be taken with a grain of salt though, due to the state of war and relative lack of rule of law in the area, no one really wants to be seen as a traitor. With telephone polling for example, results change notably depending on whether the pollsters call from a Ukrainian or Russian number.

This effect is particularly exacerbated in the LDPR and areas under Russian control more generally, see here for example, from a [Washington Post poll](https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2022/04/15/russia-ukraine-donbas-donetsk-luhansk-public-opinion/) at the start of the full scale war: a 70% separatist sentiment becomes a 16% one based on who the person thinks he is talking to (my opinion on this variation is that it relates to a greater fear of repression for expressing pro-Ukrainian sentiments in these areas)
>But the figure in which we averaged data from all the survey firms summary data hides some big differences. While the Ukrainian and Russian pollsters found similar opinions in areas controlled by the Ukrainian government, in the breakaway area, pollsters calling from Russia found higher support (70 percent) for joining Donbas with Russia than did the pollsters calling from Ukraine (16 percent). (Some respondents may have decided whether to answer the call or participate in the survey according to whether it originated in Kyiv or Moscow, or may have replied with answers that they thought the interviewers wanted to hear.)



But yes such a phenomenon seems to have taken place over time. In polls for the overall region, for the first years after Euromaidan, the idea of increased autonomy/regional powers was preferred rather than separatism or being normal administrative units if I remember correctly, with pro-centralist/Ukrainian sentiments growing over time on the western side of the line of control and pro-federalist/separatist/Russian ones on the Eastern side.
Just like we analyze Russia we can (and should) analyze the west (or the entirety of its specific members) and "full throttled support indefinitely" is not exactly the most likely scenario from the data we accumulated.

That said maybe well meaning effort on the side will be enough.
The hard figures on trade seem a lot more "real world" to me than all that spin on archival-historical stuff, that Russia had also done in the past - was it a sign of Russia moving further away from itself?
Did you really just criticise someone using a qualified person’s source, only to literally link Radio Free Europe? You might as well link RT while you’re at it. As the saying goes, follow the money and you’ll see what’s actually  happening in the “real world”. 

These countries will try and get the best possible outcome by negotiating maximum concessions from both sides, as has already been happening over the last decade or so. You may recall that central Asian countries already cooperated with US forces in logistics supply for the Afghanistan war.
You are a mod with the authority that entails!
I dare say this is even too non credible for non credible defense. Reminiscent of the black fighter jets of Allah.
Ukraine also has a sizeable Jewish population. This has to be one of the foreign policy ideas of all time
>E) I doubt the Ukrainians would want foreigners to take the agricultural work in the east since it's a huge Ukrainian export and consequently lots of jobs.

Idk about this one. Crimean Tatars are a thing so are a lot of other ethnicities.
>
How much experience do you have in engineering?


I'm a senior software engineer at FAANG+ (or has it been renamed since it's no longer facebook?) with 5 years of experience and a masters degree focusing on machine vision. 

>Just because you can imagine it doesn't mean it's a simple task

ON the software side? It really is that easy. It is dead simple, the complications (weather being the biggest I can think of) that you can throw out would be fairly easy to iron out during the actual design process. 

When I say a child can make one, I mean that very literally. A prototype could be made by a child with a paintball gun. It would be a fun school project.  Probably not because putting children around (simulated) guns is bad.

Make it a college project. 

From the mechanical engineering side? 

You'd want to make it set up very quickly so a turret that can set up super fast might be hard to make because there's...dirt. And the swivel could get dirt in it which would make it kind of useless. 

>To begin with, a stationary turret is a bad idea right off the bat

Isn't it a cost benefit analysis though? 

A stationary turret can be destroyed very easily. Once the enemy sees it. But it can easily still shoot some people before the enemy destroys it. And if not, what's the big deal? You lost a few bucks.
This. Plus artillery if needed.

In this battlefield anything that is static and not concealed is blasted by drones, artillery or rockets.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
[In June 2022, 97% of Poles held an unfavorable view of Russia](https://www.pewresearch.org/global/2022/06/22/spotlight-on-poland-negative-views-of-russia-surge-but-ratings-for-u-s-nato-eu-improve/)

>Polish views of Russia are more critical than ever, with nearly all Poles (97%) holding an unfavorable view of the country, including 91% who have a very unfavorable view. The share who hold a very negative view of Russia has increased by 67 percentage points since the question was last asked in 2019.
[Data from october 2022](https://eumatrix.eu/en/blog/eu-russia-political-index-where-does-each-party-stand)

Look at how Polish parties vote, the mainstream ones are voting 99% of the time against Russia in every resolution, their "extremist" political parties are at 80%+(for example for majority of other countries you will find the far-left and far-right voting against Russian interests 1-10% of the time.

Incidentally, this is a good source to see where Russian influences have proliferated strongly; there's some interesting surprises.
I can believe that, but doing such a three-way deal over fewer than two hundred old missiles is quite telling of how desperate the need is.
North Korea has a lot of ammo, and can manufacture more, to say nothing of missiles, Ecuador not so much.
The armor deficiency is worth highlighting. They will fare poorly against FPV drones and possibly even BMPs, if they get a chance to lay on autocannon fire with the new APFSDS rounds. Even an RPG-7 would likely be effective against it for more than mobility kills.


Ukraine will need to use these similarly to the AMX-10 RCs.
They are still better armored than things like Bradleys, and people hype those up for reasons that I don't fully understand.
Further speculation is to have troops training as far as possible away from home.      
Russia prefers the war to stay abstract far away from home. After all it’s just a special military operation
Hard to imagine someone posting on a sub that focuses so much on Ukraine saying this in good faith. America is providing Ukraine with the lion shares of ballistic air defence. You can make whatever logic defying argument against frontline soldiers not dying more because of a lack of weapons but it's hard to think that you can't see how preventing rockets and missiles hitting civilians won't lead to more deaths and destruction.
6 days ago, in regards to the full border bill, Politico [said that GOP House members weren't likely to go for a discharge petition](https://www.politico.com/newsletters/playbook/2024/01/19/one-crazy-way-to-save-a-border-deal-00136551)

>Lawmakers in both parties told us yesterday that there’s no hope for a discharge petition to force a vote on a Senate deal. Republicans are too skittish to go against Trump and their own leadership. And Democrats readily admit that dozens of progressives and Hispanic Caucus members won’t support the deal at all because of the changes to asylum and a process that did not include their input.

However, 3 days ago, Chad Pergram from Fox News posted of the site formerly known as Twitter [that Democratic Leaderships believes there is a possibility with a clean bill](https://x.com/ChadPergram/status/1749512533159850223?s=20)

>That said, a senior House Democratic leadership source tells Fox there are likely enough votes – if and when it comes to that – for approve a discharge petition to go over the head of House Speaker Mike Johnson (R-LA) and put a Ukraine-only plan on the floor.

Between here and there Trump won New Hampshire, though, so who knows.
It’s a hard sell to the American public that tax dollars are going to Ukraine to [pay pensions](https://www.state.gov/the-united-states-funds-economic-survey-of-ukraine-for-sustainable-recovery/). If that has to get cut for the weapons to become available to end the war and stop the bleeding then it has to be done. Like you said, the EU will need to step it up on their financial donations. In my opinion, this is what NATO states who have given paltry amounts of equipment should be doing anyways. 

The US should also take a look at how they’re pricing these deliveries to Ukraine. They already did it once and freed up billions. Does the US *really* need to finance the replacement of hundreds of stored APCs and IFVs that may have been donated abroad anyways?
That cash is what helps keep their government operating and props up their economy. It goes to help pay for the salary of civil servants and teachers; social welfare programs like pensions and social assistance; first responder salaries; and health care professional salaries. 

Pull out that money and the government stops working, people miss paychecks they use to buy essentials, tax revenue for the state goes down, and the economy gets worse. Likely morale as well. 

F-16s are nice, but don't really compare. Especially since their long lead time whereas money hits pockets fast, and likely goes out into the economy just as fast.
That cash is needed for basic governmental functions of the country that is under constant attack on its industry and infrastructure and therefore cannot yield enough from taxes
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
Yes, in broader terms this is a failure of the West's resolve, not just the US. The Russians were banking on that and seem to be getting exactly what they wanted. I just don't see a world where that doesn't embolden them to pursue their goals beyond Ukraine.
They have, but it's still really poor of the US to pull out of that "security responsibility" in the middle of a war that's a genuine strategic threat to those European allies.
Not trying to be sarcastic or dooming but the US aid is like being held hostage right now and if this is a peek of what happens when US aid is effectively cut off...I hope I'm mistaken but it seems Ukraine will always be on the backfoot? Can Europe keep supplying Ukraine enough to not only maintain defence but also give them enough resources to retake significant areas?
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
Then wouldn't it make sense that western leaders should start conversations regarding this(I guess it's possible they already are)? Are there any indications?
Excuse my ignorance , what are 'Dreamers' in this context?
> Since then, he also soft-boosted conspiracy theories about Covid coming from secret biolabs in Ukraine that Russia invaded Ukraine to destroy

I don’t like the man and feel dirty defending him on anything but I’ve never seen this. He was also the first to send weapons to Ukraine when Obama refused before Crimea 2014 and immediately after. His base nor him care much about Ukraine as an election topic it’s mostly about obstructing and criticizing what the other guy and party want to do.
It's true but way fewer homicidal people is still better than before, and by a long shot.

Moreover, I highly doubt, that by the time the war ends, Russia will honor its share of the deal. Russia might not even exist as we know it now. 

They could also instantly accuse them of some vague war crimes and incarcerate them through the military tribunal.
> Sorry for posting before you got the chance haha.

Lol don't worry - hadn't even started writing anything, you've done well to post it.
>How many M113s does Italy still have? To me 1000 new AFVs sounds like its even more than the Dardos and M113s taken together. 

I am not aware of the exact number, but the army should have a few hundred vehicles derived from the M113. And you are definitely right than 1000 is bigger than the sum of Dardos and M113s! That said, 200 Dardos was a shameful low number.
>In regards to variants, I imagine Italy will also be looking at SPAAG variants. 

I very much hope so.
>Speaking of the SuperAV, Iveco is in the run for the new wheeled recon vehicle for the German army, alongside the Pandur EVO, Patria and the Fuchs. I personally hope for some cooperation here. The German navy wants to build up amphibious capabilities again. The SuperAV would be a perfect fit here too.

Didn't know that, nice to hear! I hope there will be more and more cooperation between Iveco and Leonardo and German companies. A few Italian milbloggers would have liked to see SAMP/T, AW-249 and Centauro 2 adopted by the German Armed Forces in exchange for Italian purchases of German gear, but it's clear that Germany is not looking forward acquiring any of these systems, either because it wants alternatives (as in the first case) or is not doctrinally interested in them (the other two cases).
Actually no, the Italian Army still has mechanized regiments that have to field  VTLM Lince due to a lack of IFVs. And a lot, also, depends on the share of armored units among the total army's units. 

40 years ago the Italian Army had 240 thousand men, 1500 tanks, 4000 M113s, etc. I would agree with an expansion of manpower and a creation of new brigades, but the purchase volumes that have been planned are more than manageable with the current number of manpower or at a bit higher, bringing existing brigades up to full equipment. 

Reintroducing conscription is not on the agenda in Italy nor is it seriously discussed. The Italian Armed Forces, unlike many others, have no recruiting problems. In 2022 there were more than 12k vacancies in the Army and nearly 75k people applied. In the Navy the ratio is even higher. If Italy wanted to raise new brigades, it could do so with few problems when it comes to manpower, unlike many other NATO countries, at least if conscription is not reintroduced in these. 

The number of Freccias to my knowledge is set to be raised to 381 units but at the moment orders are still well below that. On production levels I agree, tailor-made plants should be set up in order to be as productive as possible. At the moment, for example, production of Centauros is too slow in relation to orders.
Delivery ?

Also, [here](https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2024/01/22/i-was-sent-to-my-death-daria-trepova-facing-28-years-for-pro-war-bloggers-killing-maintains-innocence-a83805) She claims she was told the statue contained a listening and tracking device.
Interested in this law. Was there anything about murderers and rapists? The inevitable results of some of those psychopaths being released back into gen pop after serving their terms in the penal battalions has been well documented. Wondering if that became politically damaging enough to warrant limiting prison enlistments.
The issue is if Russia doesn't hold Zenit and doesn't have anyone in Tsarska Okhota then the gap between these means any Russian force would need be in a comically miniscule width for which is being claimed they hold which can even be seen on Deepstate's map: https://deepstatemap.live/en#14/48.1060/37.7537

If the Russian positions were effectively surrounded as they alleged here I feel like we would see Ukraine triumphantly announce that instead of the claim that Ukraine is also having difficulties. I would prefer photo evidence which I assume will come if we wait a few days but text posts for positional status updates tend to have problematic contents as I was bringing up here and I feel people are increasingly posting again.
This trick may be used once, but tunnels and excavation are likely to be used again elsewhere simply be used again. This is a static war of position. Using tunnels to mine fortifications or achieve strategic surprise is a fantastic tool in such conflicts. It’s unlikely to be ignored by either side.
Yes, it was new serial production. 

These are the new tail registrations of the IL-76 delivered in 2023. 


RF-78673

RF-78672

RF-78671

RF-78670

RF-78669

RF-78668

Worth noting as well that 5 were delivered in 2022, so that's 11 over two years. the 18 planned for this year will be a major increase if UAC can pull it off.
Russia historically (that is, in the Cold War) tends to stake out maximalist positions, maximize the concessions the other side will offer up even just to get Russian diplomats in the room with their counterparts, and then sell high and buy low. They can be quite difficult to deal with.

I bet they walk in with their fall-2022 war aims as their starting position. Neutral Ukraine, full annexation of contested oblasts, formal recognition for Crimea+conqured territory, hell throw in Ukrainian reparations to boot. And each one will be brought down to almost exactly what you describe (a peace in place) by trading away other key concessions. 

Russians are hard to bargain with, yet everything is also paradoxically always on the table.
Because if a cease fire includes Israel pulling back, and the cease fire eventually gets broken, they will have to fight through the city again. And I doubt Hamas would go for a cease fire that includes ceding Gaza city, or living under Israeli occupation.
Higher shipping costs are a problem for Chinese companies. Beijing is more concerned with [strategic implications](https://www.memri.org/tv/chinese-military-expert-yun-hua-houthis-done-big-favor-land-routes-eurasian-trade-undermine-america) over profit margins.

> "While the original intention of the Houthi militants was to target Israel, this action indirectly accelerated the shift from maritime to land transportation for Eurasian trade. For China, apart from the China-Europe railway, it's more about the Belt and Road Initiative to open up trade links between Europe and Asia. And the expansion of the latter is precisely our international strategy to sever U.S. hegemony, undermine American sea power, and promote global multipolarity. In a way, the Houthis have done us, China, a big favor."

And while I would personally agree with the whole non-zero-sum thing, I suspect you'd have a lot of trouble convincing anyone in Beijing, or Washington for that matter. This past year, for instance, had a whole slew of economically-harmful but politically-driven sanctions. Also, to be pedantic this is a negative-sum game since both parties are worse off (one moreso than the other).
>which seems to be more deft than U.S. efforts in the crisis

The US is the primary security guarantor of global trade and also the indirect target of these attacks due to said guarantor role and its relationship with Israel. I wouldn't characterize this action as "more deft", rather China is finally speaking up while Western countries (primarily the US) have been exerting the effort to defend the trade that the world's major economies rely on. I don't really see it as "more deft" because China's foreign policy has been hands off for decades. It's been able to maintain this stance because the role the US and its allies have played in maintaining global security. If anything, this is Beijing reluctantly dipping its toe into global affairs.

>One wonders if the U.S. should have let the Europeans, and Chinese sweat the crisis longer before reacting, if at all. It would have forced the Chinese to recognize their dependence on the world order that their newfound friends are so keen to dismantle.

Agreed. China likes to keep its distance from world affairs but at some point it needs to acknowledge that the receding US influence that it seeks also means greater security exposure of the same system it relies upon. In turn, greater security entanglement on China's part necessitates shifting relationships and interests.
EDIT: I misunderstood u/exiszt 's point, see their comment below.

This is a pro-Russian talking point, i.e., "Ukrainians and Russians are the same people," with the implication that Ukrainians are just misguided Russians. In fact, the definition of "ethnicity" includes "people who identify with each other on the basis of **perceived shared attributes that distinguish them from other groups.** Those attributes can include a common **nation of origin**, or common sets of ancestry, traditions, **language**, history, society, religion, or **social treatment.**"

https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ethnicity
It absolutely is on the basis of ethnicity.

I think many people confuse ethnicity with race. Ethnicity is your cultural identity. You can have ethnic white Jamaicans and ethnic black Irish for example as long as they were brought up in the respective cultures.

Ukraine and Russia have similar but distinct Ethnicities. They are not the same.
Yes, we don't need to go into war economy or anything like that to help Ukraine win. We do need to do more than we do at the moment, though...
Seems like these countries will start to take a page out of Erdogans book and play both sides.
except in trade they arent buying more russian things they are just exporting more to russia. even on the exports there was a report i saw here that if you remove western component even that was down. how is security not a real world thing? lol youre going to have to find something else to hang you hat on
>all that spin on archival-historical stuff,

That "stuff" seems to matter a whole lot to Putin. For example when he [laid out](https://nationalinterest.org/feature/vladimir-putin-real-lessons-75th-anniversary-world-war-ii-162982) in detail his revisionist historical framework for erasing Ukrainian identity. Less than two years later he invaded - in what most would agree was an incredibly irrational move from a strategic perspective. The best explanation I've found is that he actually believes his own ideological and historical arguments. Nothing else can fully explain the terrible political assumptions that allowed Russia to invade Ukraine with such an inadequate force for the task.
Because they are "locals". Non-religious or at least not extremely religious people are more tolerated than more religious people.
>I'm a senior software engineer at FAANG+ (or has it been renamed since it's no longer facebook?) with 5 years of experience and a masters degree focusing on machine vision.   


Your idea is such a software engineer thing to say, lol. I laugh, but engineering disciplines are always worse at interdisciplinary tasks than we'd like, so I don't fault you for it. From your end, it is trivial. 


But here's a perspective from GNC. An automated turret would require pretty high fidelity actuators to aim properly, and a high fidelity sensor (gyro, perhaps, though I think you could get away with an accelerometer) to determine orientation. It would also need a sensor with high enough fidelity to recognize the enemy. These would need to be robust enough to survive the stresses of combat, like artillery, mortar rounds, FPV drones, etc. And they cost money. 


That's without getting into other issues, like a robust power supply, the expense of a CPU capable of recognizing friendlies versus enemies in a way that the enemy can't simply spoof, and ammo needs that would still require a human-in-the-loop to periodically feed. And for what ultimate purpose? It'd be less effective than a manned turret mounted on a technical. 


(I still like my idea of putting an A-10 gun on the bed of a dually.)
> I'm a senior software engineer at FAANG+ (or has it been renamed since it's no longer facebook?) with 5 years of experience and a masters degree focusing on machine vision.

>ON the software side? It really is that easy.

Assuming this is accurate, I'm not surprised a 5 year "senior engineer" from a FAANG company would say something like this. How much work have you done close to the metal under stringent requirements for accurately tracking airborne targets at 1km (at least)? Working with JavaScript frameworks within lenient, redundant infrastructure that major tech companies can afford is hardly comparable to building out a reliable embedded system which works consistently in a highly dynamic, live fire environment. Granted, I'm loathe to let US military contractors off the line for inefficiency and deadline/budget bloat, but I'd love to see some cocky, midrange JavaScript jockey walk into a military contractor with your attitude.

>A stationary turret can be destroyed very easily. Once the enemy sees it. But it can easily still shoot some people before the enemy destroys it. And if not, what's the big deal? You lost a few bucks.

You know what's better than a stationary turret that you treat as utterly disposable? A mobile turret that can move where you need GBAD coverage against drones, that also mounts on vehicles that are already used within your existing doctrine. How can you claim to be a good engineer with a straight face while simultaneously advocating for a stationary, automated weapon system that could trivially be mounted on any number of existing military vehicles?
Not that I think lowly of software engineering, but I feel like there are factors from other disciplines of engineering that we should also consider here.
It would be easy to destroy and you would not send ground troops in front of a stationary turret without first destroying it.

It’s already standard operation to search for and destroy MANPADS as they get setup, this is an even less mobile version of that.

This sounds like a massive waste of steel and manufacturing hours. Not to mention the thing might shoot friendlies.
> I'm a senior software engineer at FAANG+ (or has it been renamed since it's no longer facebook?) with 5 years of experience and a masters degree focusing on machine vision. 

No wonder the Dunning Kruger is so strong here, you're pretty out of your depth as an engineer in this field, yet you're so confident in your irrelevant credentials you even list where you currently work. We'd all learn a lesson in the importance of humility hearing you talk about robotics for longer than a minute.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yBIY4R3b8NI

Here's a relevant video. Interesting to see the Ukrainians actually experiment with computer vision, right now only to identify targets.
look at the actual numbers not the writeup

https://www.pewresearch.org/global/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/2022/06/PG_06.22.22.Poland_Topline.pdf


nothing higher than 94%. how do you even get to more than 98%? what question did you ask? is peace better than war? because even on that i dont see it being more than 98%
How desperate the need has become was predictable with Ukraine being so dependent on Western armaments. Unsurprising when even the US government announced aid would run out at the end of the year. The West is doing well to lose this war.
We have all seen the quality of NK ammo.
It isn’t pathetic for the (allegedly) second highest rated military power on earth to beg them for ammo? Vs. Ukraine getting aid from Ecuador?
Yeah. They were designed to be able to get in, spot and hit targets at long range, and get out. And the [Ukrainians know it.](https://www.forbes.com/sites/davidaxe/2023/11/27/ukraines-leopard-1a5s-have-already-seen-combat-in-fast-hit-and-run-fights/?sh=62d97dcb6629)
Because after a rough start they arguably have made a bigger impact than the leopards, at least on camera.


I fear the leopard 1s will be FPV magnets, against which they lack any protection.
What's the ratio of likely civilian casualties in this scenario (taking into account that the Russian salvos seem more sporadic and more expressly military/industry-targeting) vs likely casualties from Ukraine repeating summer 2023 another time or two?

Furthermore, there's always the chance it would force Ukraine to take a softer negotiating stance and find some kind of compromise. I don't know what it would look like, but I do know they're not searching for it right now.
Absolutely yes we do have to replace everything we send. It’s called posture and it’s an extremely important deterrent. 

I support sending as much *hardware* as they need. Sending a bunch of cash to pay their government workers isn’t great. We should be able to rebalance the spread sheet towards more hardware and less cash. Use it to pay for the f-16’s they need so badly.
The EU has been the one sending the most cash so if getting less cash in exchange for more weapons is the trade i think the EU will have an easier time picking up on that than on trying to replace America on weapons deliveries and production.
Yes I understand what it is used for, but it’s a hard sell to conservative voters. I was thinking aloud that it would make more sense to make a deal with countries that don’t have huge inventories of hardware to send, but have healthy economies. The US will fund the f-16’s and hardware support, and other countries can make the difference in cash. I read McConnell is specifically looking to reduce the cash number to get the package passed.
Elsewhere in the thread, the EU got together to address this and are about to pass something for 50B euro.
Dreamers is a term for people who are brought to the US as young children without complying with immigration requirements. They are given some additional protections compared to other undocumented immigrants on the reasoning that they are basically blameless for coming here and have never known life in any other country. But many conservatives would like to see these protections removed.
https://www.adl.org/resources/tools-and-strategies/what-daca-and-who-are-dreamers
>few Italian milbloggers would have liked to see SAMP/T, AW-249 and Centauro 2 adopted by the German Armed Forces

I agree, SAMP/T is out, at least for now. Due to the focus on getting more Patriot units at the moment. Reportedly, Germany is looking at getting 4 new Patriot units to replace the 2 donated ones. Which is in addition to producing PAC-2 GEMT in Germany, and the interest in getting a "three-digit number" of Pac-3 MSE. 

That being said, I think the AW-249 has a chance. Germany is still looking at getting new Attack Helicopters after the Eurocopter leaving service. The recently ordered H145M have been called a "gap-filler" multiple times by the government now. With the AW-249 being an European product, I could see Germany going for it after it has entered service and the usual teething issues have been solved.
>>u/Gecktron

>>How many M113s does Italy still have? To me 1000 new AFVs sounds like its even more than the Dardos and M113s taken together. 

>I am not aware of the exact number, but the army should have a few hundred vehicles derived from the M113. And you are definitely right than 1000 is bigger than the sum of Dardos and M113s! That said, 200 Dardos was a shameful low number.

Military Balance 2023 states

**IFV: 434**

165 VCC-80 Dardo; 

269 VBM 8×8 Freccia (incl 20 CP and 44 with Spike-LR) 

**APC 380** 

APC (T) 148 Bv-206S 

APC (W) 199 Puma 6×6 

PPV 33 VTMM Orso (incl 16 amb)
While there are italian regiments still fielding IMVs instead of IFVs or APCs, i think if the force is to expand at the rate we are talking about, the number of personnel in the ground forces would have to increase regardless, they would need more mechanics, crew for the vehicles and even more infantry. 


They want 630 freccias for the future. 


https://www.iveco-otomelara.com/backoffice/global/docs/upload/Panorama%20Difesa_VBM%20Posto%20Comando_Apr%202021.pdf
Her defence is that she's not an assassin, she was merely committing espionage for an enemy state, I think either way she's in for a long stay no
Most of them are related to public and state security, also some sexual crimes, murderers in most cases are not barred from recruitment.
thats not how ground ops, especially largely dismounted infantry ops work. if the russians have a presence in the houses then itll take some time to dislodge them especially if they have no good alternative. ukraine already has a manpower shortage in avdiivka so closing the gap will cost the afu nothing but unnecessary casualties

>positional status updates tend to have problematic contents as I was bringing up here and I feel people are increasingly posting again.

well that was my point the last time something was posted on this restaurant and this time too. i dont know whats true and whats not and as i said last time i am not sure the soldiers on the ground do either half the time. hourly posts do no one any good. what i find strange tho is that some people only suddenly start demanding proof and having a problem with these sorts of posts when its a particular side making the claim and not when their side is
> I would prefer photo evidence which I assume will come if we wait a few days

To be fair, it's been a few days.  The initial "breakthrough" was reported on the 19th, rumours re: the capture of zenit started showing up on the 22nd, today's the 25th.  

The very same night (the 22nd), Deepstate steadfastly claimed (in a tone that almost sounded humourous) that Zenit was not captured.  They've now reiterated that again today.

Usually, when a side nabs a large landmark, they post flagposting videos within 24h.  

In fact, iirc we haven't even seen any recent combat footage from either the cafe or Zenit - whereas we got combat footage of the Avdiivka streets within hours.  

I don't think this is proof Ukraine controls Zenit/the cafe, but I do think it indicates that either the locations are actively contested or the weather is blocking drone footage.

I was wondering about Suriyak's silence, but he revealed just a second ago that apparnetly he was on a business trip?  

But before he left for the business trip, he seemed to have indicated that he's also unsure of what's going on.
Wasn't the tunnel in this case a sewage or drainage tunnel? I wasn't aware of Russia actually digging this tunnel, rather they climbed into existing infrastructure. Unless Im wrong there?
Got it, thanks!
>you'd have a lot of trouble convincing anyone in Beijing, or Washington for that matter

I don't think that's true, just look at what [Biden and Xi said to each other](https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/11/14/remarks-by-president-biden-and-president-xi-jinping-of-the-peoples-republic-of-china-before-bilateral-meeting/) when they met a few months ago. Sure, it's mostly PR speak, but the fact that they went through the trouble of meeting and want to put out that PR backs up my point.

>Also, to be pedantic this is a negative-sum game since both parties are worse off (one moreso than the other).

The relationship as a whole is definitely positive sum. There have been huge gains from trade in both countries that easily outweigh the negatives. The only way it will turn negative sum is if a serious war breaks out, which is why positive cooperation is in the interest of both countries.
What?? OP is not talking about Ukrainians or Russians, they are talking about "pro-Ukrainians" and "pro-Russians". My understanding was that OP was making a distinction on political leanings, not ethnic identity. 

> pro-Ukranians moved out, and pro-Russia individuals moved in

IMO this was precisely the point that OP was making: pro-Russian ethnic Ukrainians and ethnic Russians moved in and anti-Russian ethnic Ukrainians and ethnic Russians moved out.
It's not really on the basis of ethnicity though. Even most pro-Russians in the East do not consider themselves to be ethnically Russian (although the annexation means such an identity will probably become more popular). See the results on "first choice of identity" [in this page](https://theconversation.com/most-people-in-separatist-held-areas-of-donbas-prefer-reintegration-with-ukraine-new-survey-124849) for example. They'd probably agree that they share a kinship/culture with Russia, but lots of the more pro-Ukrainian people felt the same way too, even if there's now an increased effort to divert away from that. There are important cultural sides to the question of course, which touch on identity, but I think it's fair to say that it has got more to do with politics, the LDPR being repressive little dictatorships, conservative vs. pro-european views, etc. A lot of people also left for less "politically engaged" reasons, because they feel like there is no future there and believe Kyiv (or Moscow) offers better chances; these tend to be younger people who are also generally more pro-Western and pro-Ukrainian. In total about half the population had left at the start of the full scale invasion, even more now.
I am not arguing that Ukrainians and Russians are the same ethnicity, how do you even get that?? OP was talking about "pro-Ukraine" and "pro-Russia", which are not ethnicities, but political leanings.
What a bizarre sentiment! Is trade flowing one way less likely to maintain/improve relations? Why would removing the western components be an insightful exercise - is the money there coloured differently, or has a different smell?

You seem to have some preconceived notions of Russian-Kazakh relations and don't want the real world to get in the way of them, if some historians pushing some papers around is more meaningful of a thing to you than billions of dollars of trade.
>in what most would agree was an incredibly irrational move from a strategic perspective. 

Yeah, most would agree it was, *today*, after the fact. Using the power of hindsight.

How many people thought so before the actual invasion? Not many. A tiny minority of people, and most of them were ignored. This goes for both sides. The funny thing is also that most of the people who *actually* managed to predict that Russia will invade in the first place, got the outcome completely wrong. 

I only know of two people who said that the invasion would be a major strategic mistake *and* that it will go horribly tactically,  and that Ukraine will resist for a long time. One is an oldschool soviet general, an anti-Putin political commentator but an ultranationalist. The other is an actual military insider still active today, usually playing a bit on state TV.

[Did Russia’s General Staff Miss Warnings of a Hard Campaign in Ukraine?](https://rusi.org/explore-our-research/publications/commentary/did-russias-general-staff-miss-warnings-hard-campaign-ukraine) It's an older article but relevant here. I don't really agree with the conclusion(that because these two outsiders accurately predicted the shitshow, that so could Kremlin), because Ivashov is not taken seriously in a lot of ways for various reasons; and hasn't had any influence within Kremlin for almost 25 years. Khodarenok is an insider, but I think he's too low rank to be close to the top.
> Your idea is such a software engineer thing to say

My exact reaction, trying to invent square wheels that don't even roll properly is something so associated with tech bros it's cliche at this point
TBH the big giveway that it's not simple should have been that manned RWS already cost a lot of money. Cheapest I could find in a quick search was a Brazillian one rated for GPMGs at 25.000$ a pop. A CROWS is, mind numbingly, at 190 000$, if Wikipedia is to be believed. 

Granted it IS the defense sector, with relatively small production numbers, inflated prices and may include all sorts of other costs like updates and long term support.
>Spring 2022:
?"Please tell me if you have a very favorable, somewhat favorable, somewhat unfavorable, or very unfavorable opinion of…? f. Russia":

>0 - 2 - 6 - 91.

I don't understand your objection? They gave respondents four categories to choose from and only 2% of people gave responses that were favorable to Russia. If they gave respondents a Yes or No question going by the categories it would be a 2% - 97% - 1%, Favorable, Unfavorable, Don't Know. 

It's not 98% but it's a damn sight close to it. Put another way, only 2% of Poles had a favorable view of Russia. Unsurprising, given what was happening at that point in time.

Alls to say, banning people because they cite weird percentages seems extreme.
Not really, they didn't beg, they bought the ammo from North Korea, alongside some ballistic missiles. This war is eating through the artillery stocks of the whole globe, if you wanted to say pathetic, you could say the same for the greatest military power in the world (USA) not being capable of supplying as many shells as a pariah like North Korea. Honestly I think calling anything pathetic though doesn't really help with decent analysis.
Looking at the AMX10's I would note that just because they know it doesn't mean they'll not use stuff in non optimal roles due to lacking alternatives. AMX10's are significantly worse and got thrown into the southern offensive. The Leo1's are better than say the T62's though.
How do Bradleys protect themselves against FPV drones?
[removed]
>Absolutely yes we do have to replace everything we send. It’s called posture and it’s an extremely important deterrent. 

It's not necessary at all. We have massive stockpiles of equipment like the M113 and Abrams specifically because they're leftover Cold War kit. They're there for a rainy day (which this is), to be cannibalized for parts as needed, and because it's more expensive/wasteful to just dismantle them. Then there's kit like the Strykers and M777s which are being retired, they don't need 1:1 repurchases. 

When it comes to things like Javelins, Stingers, Bradleys, Patriots, 155mm ammo, etc yes we should be replacing what we send, and for ammo in particular we need to be producing much more since our stockpiles were too low pre-war to begin with.
While I agree the US has more capacity to deliver weapons, the EU hasn't exactly been having an easy time of passing any type of aid, either. Not to mention, their €50bn package would be over 4 years, so even if all were economic aid, it would barely cover the economic aid the US has sent and leave a gap for military aid. Unless more bilateral agreements get signed.
I don't think conservatives against Ukraine aid can be sold by removing direct cash. They're either against it or for it depending on who they listen to. There might be a small sliver who actually understands what's in the bill that could be brought around by nuance, but not any significant amount. That isn't restricted to conservatives either; almost all voters have zero clue about foreign policy and take their cues from whatever talking head they like the best. 

Maybe in the Senate you could pick up a Senator or two with that nuance, and maybe that is enough to get over 60 (which I don't remember if they need since its budget, not policy). But in the House, the GOP members against Ukraine aid have come out against any aid, not against direct aid. Again, I might be missing a dozen who could be swayed by that, but I feel like that is a generous number there as well. Either way, it would be something where 60+ votes. 

I think McConnell - if he acquiesces to it being split and not whipping against it - is trying to keep the majority of his conference behind him on this issue. Unfortunately, after the [his failed attempt to attach it to the CR in November](https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/mitch-mcconnell-standing-apart-in-a-shifting-gop-digs-in-on-his-decades-long-push-against-russia), I think he's realized that they aren't.
Thank you! That said there are still M113-derived vehicles in service which were not counted here.
> what i find strange tho is that some people only suddenly start demanding proof and having a problem with these sorts of posts when its a particular side making the claim and not when their side is

Because I tend to upvote those doing it instead as Russian posts tend to get a lot more scrutiny than Ukrainian one's. If you go far back enough you'll find me doing this exact same thing with sources like Rybar which had their summaries getting posted here get popular briefly a few times.
I'm thinking of the Soledar breakthrough, that despite the significance at the time had relatively sparse photo's backing it up leading to claims like Ukraine flanking through the mines and retaking the lost positions. I do think it's probably pretty heavily contested area but the troops there don't seem as keen to photograph themselves, everything overground in the suburbs on Geoconfirmed is showing as from over 3 days ago and is posted from the Ukrainian side. As you mention there should be some of that generic placing a flag down video for the suburb that probably occurred but video of it hasn't surfaced of that yet either.
It was/is. What I am saying is this certainly won’t be the last time we see either side using tunnels in this conflict, either existing ones or by excavating new ones.
Talk is cheap. Both sides do have a vested interest in keeping escalation under control, however, and the best tool for that is communication. But controlled escalation is still escalation, and with mutually exclusive goals the temperature will only continue to rise (albeit at a slower pace). There have been zero indications that either side is inclined to back down on any of their major objectives. Quite the opposite.

Also I was referring specifically to what's happening in the Red Sea as negative-sum. The broader relationship I think could be reasonably argued to be either positive or zero sum, depending on the context.
My bad, I misunderstood your point. Will edit my post.
Don't have a horse in this race, but I generally agree that any poll that shows more than 90% agreement on a topic is very suspicious, regardless if it's pro or anti Russia.  This is a general thing in polling.

I don't disbelieve that most poles are anti-Russia, or that many Hungarians are pro-Russia, but yeah.
I think his point is that when you clump categories together and change the way you phrase the question and then the result, it gives a skewed impression of reality. I’m sure the Polish population doesn’t have a friendly view of the Russians but 97% are unfavourable is an unkind way of phrasing it. Let’s just say over 90% don’t favour them. That seems more reasonable.
Some come equipped with brat ERA kits now
Please do not personally attack other Redditors.
So I don’t actually mean 1:1 identical replacement. I meant like for like. We give them 500 Bradley’s and then pass a bill to fund the new IFV. That’s what the US has been doing when possible. For example, we are sending them m31 aw GMLRS rounds to fire with HIMARS, but we are replacing them at home with tail controlled GMLRS that have double the range and a different flight path. Which means the Russians will have to re-program their s-400’s again to catch up. The US like to maintain the strategic advantage in their arsenal.
True, Soledar was opaque for a while, with the exception of Prigozhin's minepost which was early ish I think.
No problem! Thanks for the edit.
>I don't disbelieve that most poles are anti-Russia, or that many Hungarians are pro-Russia, but yeah.


Most polls show that Hungary is less pro-Russia than Bulgaria and Slovakia, and that's despite Orban's propaganda. And even in the latter countries only a minority is pro-Russia.
>Don't have a horse in this race, but I generally agree that any poll that shows more than 90% agreement on a topic is very suspicious, regardless if it's pro or anti Russia. This is a general thing in polling.

Generally, I agree. This would warrant a second look at the polling methodology to ensure we took a statistically significant random sample. But outright declaring any suspiciously high poll % as propaganda is unscientific behavior. 

I study data science for my graduate program. Gut instinct suggests to us when something might be wrong. It's not proof by any means.
The reality should the poll be representative of Poland's population is that 91% of Poles had a "very unfavorable" and another 6% of "somewhat unfavorable".  Simple math adds this up to 97% have an unfavorable view. This isn't some messy stats fuckery.

>Let’s just say over 90% don’t favour them. That seems more reasonable.

...are we to simply outright reject poll stats out of some deference to the Lizardman's constant?
That the Ukrainians have equipped them with, or the US Anericans?
